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^ Dsing data from the "Federal Outlays" published by 
the Community^ervices Administration; data on federal outlays in ^ 
metropolitan ^d nonmetropolitan counties for fiscal 1976 were " 
analyzed. The outlays programs were divided into^even major program 
area categories: human' resource development, h^odsing, commuirity and'' 
industrial development, agriculture and natural resources, defense 
and space, justice anc^ law enforcement, and general functions and<^ 
government admin is tra'ttipir. In addition to dati previously reported *in 
annual Presidential^ gpVerniftent services ^o pural America^ 

d4ta on abaut'-'tnn}ou^^ program categories were added.^ Foi; the JBOst 
-part, the new, programs involved direct federal government operations 
rather than assistance to state alid local * governments. Several 
programs reflecting federal admljaistrative and procurement expenses 
- were also included. Of^thfe $385.2 billion in federal government ^ 

outlays reported by the Community Services Administration for fiscal 
L 1976^ {Tl«.j5 billion were traced td individual counties. Over 76% of 
these.- outlays were made in metropolitan counties.. Since the 
papulation in metropolitan .counties in 1975 comprised 72.8% of the 
U.S. totdl^ per capita federal outlays were higher in metropolitan ' 
ar^s ($1,555) than in nonmetropolitan areas ($1,271) . Regioiially, ' 
p^ir^capita butlays were highest' in the West ($1,887) and South 
^J,5?9) and below ^average in the Northeastern ($1,323) and North 
^ Central .($i, 192) f regions'. For all regions, per capita outlays were 
highest in decliniBg metropolitan counties and lowest in growing 
nonmetropolitan .counties. (AOTHOR/NQ) 
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ABSTRACT 



Of the $385.2 billion In Federal Government .outlays reported by the Community 
Services Administration for fiscal 1976, $314.5 billion can be traced^o Individual 



.^ci.vx,.co rxumxuxoLiTtttiuu lur riscaj. jL^f/D, ^►Ji^.D bliilon can be traced^o Individual 
; counties. Over 76" pet'cent of these out4.ays were made In metropolitan counties.^ Slnte 
y the population. In metropolitan counties In 1975 comprised . 72.8 percent of the U.S. 
total, i^er capita Federal outlays were higher In metropolitan areas ($1,555) than In 
nonmetropolitan areas ($1,271). Regionally, per capita outlays were highest In the 
West ($1,887) and South ($1,599) and bfelow average In -the Northeastern ($1,323) and", 
No^th Central ($1,192) regions. For all regions, per capita outlays were highest In. 
. declining metropolitan counties and loWesG In growing nonmetropolitan counties. 

Keywords: Federal ;^tlays , Federal ^pending. , ^ . 
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J ^ PREFACE 

,Thls study analyzes data on Federal outlays In metropolitan and nonmetropolitan' 
counties for" fiscal I376. Whi]^ it is the -first such report to be published by the 
Economics, Statistics, and Cooperatives Service, similar reports have been available 
for a number of years. These earlier reports, for which Fred K.' Mines had primary 
responsibility, were issued as Presidential reports to the Congress on the avail- 
ability of Government se'rvices to rux^aV America. 

The present analysis is heavilyAnf luenced by those preceding reports and' ' 
follows them closely in Iboth content and. format . It includes nearly all the programs 
reported previously and employs ^ ^similar scheme for "classifying programs according 
to func^on. Some additions and clarifications, however, have been introduced, and . 
are discussed beginning- on page 6. Other limitations of the outlays statistics 
whith^fect both this- and earlier reports are discussed beginning on page, 3. ^ 
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-^SUMMARY 



Of the total 'Federal outlaj^ for nearly 700 selected' Government programs during 
fiscal 1976, the largest share (76 percent) accrued to metropolitan cpunties, whose. 
1975 population comprised 72.8 percient of the U.S. total. Per capita Federal outlays 
during fiscal 1976 were therefore higher in metropolitan areas ($1,555) than nonmetro- 
politan areas ($1,271). The report examines .the distrlbutioh of fiscal 1976 Federal 
outlays between metropolitan and nonmetropolitan counties for those 700, programs , 
totaling $31A.5 billion orv81 .6 percent of the total oiitlajj^ for that year. 

The/^i|port grWps Federal outlays ik^o seven major program area categories: 
human resource development, housing, communityr^nd industrial development , agriculture* 
andvynatural resources, defense and space, j ustice and ^aw enforcement, and general 
funcirlons an4 Government administration. In all but two program area categories- 
community and industrial development and agriculture and natural resources — per* 
capita outlays in metropolitan areas exceeded outlays in nonmetropolitan areas. A 
total of $239.6 billion went to metropolitan areas, while nonmetropolitan areas . 
received $7A.9 billion. , . - ' 

' ■'• ■ ' • ■ ^' 

Regionally, per capita outlays were highest in the West ($1,887) and lowest in 
the North Central region ($1,192). The Northeast Received the j^ighest level of 
outlays for human resource development ($813) , but only half the U.S. afverage for; 
housing and one-f ourthvthe U.S. average for agriculture and natural resotjjfl^-. The 
North Central region haaSless than the U.S. average in every program area category, 
but especially in defense and space programs and human resource development outlays. 
The South received the second highest level tfi Federal outlay^ ($1,599). Per capil^ 
outlays for community and industrial development , j ustice and law enforcement , and 
J general functions and Government administraf^on were highest in the Southern State^ . 
The West received tJ^e highest level of per cajrit a outlays for hoiising, -^riculture / 
and natural resources, and defense and space; in these program areas, the West almost 
doublfed the^U.S. average.. i~ ' 

When counties were grouped l>y receht (1970-75) population change, per capita, 
outlays were highest in declining metropolitan counties and lowest^ in growing 
nonmetropolitan counties. Outlays for many'of the program area* /were much higher on 
a per capita basis in declining metropolitan counties than In any other qounty group. 
Per capita^Y^itlays for housing were high in growing counties both inside and outside 
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA's) , but almost twice as high i^i the 
metropolitan growing counties as in nonmetropolitan growing counties. 

Per capita outlays for agriculture and natural resources -accrued heavily to 
declining nonmetropolitan counties, where they were nearly two-thirds higher than in 
growing nonmetropolitan counties, and three times the U.S* average. Per capita^ 
outlays for community and industrial development were high in both metropolitan and 
nonmetropolitan declining counties, but substantially above average in growing 
nonmetropolitan counties as well. 
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. ' . INTRODUCTION 

' ' ■ • ■ . 

" Government services in the United States ar^)jrovided iihrpugh a highly complex 
network of organizations. Although services are* administered at three general levels- 
Federal, State, and'^local — vU-^ls at the local devel ^hat the greatest complexity^ 
occurs , with the numiber "of^ndependent *local gpvernments providing public^ services . 
now exceeding 80,000. 1/ In many places, private institution^ provide- and finance 
services which are elsewhere taken care of by governments . Elementary and sec^dar;^ 
education is a case in pojLnt , bi^t by no means the only such instance. 2/ > * 

Because of the difficulties of measuring local services, the customary ap'proacli 
is to examine levels of public spending in ea^h area and td use this as evidence of 
the availability of ^gbiy^ernmental services . This is the apprbachiadopted*in this 
report. Which uses statistics on outlays by the Fedej-al Government in each. of the 
Nation^s counties or equivalent areas. It compares the distribution^ of Federal 
outlays between metropolitan and nonmHtropo^Jitan areas for fiscal 1926. 

A complete study of local public services would include both an inventory of 
local service, programs and measurementsTof .the quantity and quality of each service... 
Obtaining tfce information necessary fr6r such a study means f^ing a number of*^* 



*J. Norman Reid is social science analyst , apd W. Maureen Godsey and Fred -iCT'^nes 
arc economists with the Ecdoomics, Statiatics, arid "^Cooperatives Service, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. ^ \ ^ ' 

\l The 80,120 independent l(5y:al^ governments identified in 1977 were divided as 
^ follows: counties, 3,042; municipalities , 18 ,856; townships , ifr',822^ school 
disti^icts, 15,260; and special purpose districts, 26,140. U.S. Bureau of the Census, 
1977 Census of Governments , it^^ellminary Report No. I« Governmental Units in 1977 . 
(Washington: U.S. Govemmeat iPrinting Of f ice, 1977 .) ^ 

" ' ' t ■ . - » 

Ij Private elementary and secondary.^school' enrollments varied from a high of 17.8 
percent ^(New Yor'k) to a low of 1.2 percent (Alaska) during th^ 1971.-72 school yfear, 
with more than half the States haying private school enrollments exceeding 8 percent. 
U.S. Department of Health ,.^ducationj and Welfare, National Center for Education 
Statistics, Statistics of Sf^ate School Systems, .1971-72 .' (Washington: U.S.' ' 
Government Printing Of ^e, /1 975 .) • ~" " ^ / ' 
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difficulties. Since there is no ^complete inventory of pubric profe^ms eVep at the 
Federal level, 3/ it would be necessary to assemble one--an effort whicl^ would be 

/ery costly. / ' ; , . ^ 

But even if adequate resources for sucH a task were available , 4:here are a 
number of technical barriers -as well. Desp/te recent improvements in the methods for ' 
measuring and evaluating public services, Xj these techS5.ques *are still often 
relatively crude. While some services are provided in unite which are easily mea- 
sured, such aa the numbek of homes with telephones, other concepts — such as the 
adequac^y of recreational facilities — are not^sd" easily defined^^ In stil'l oWr 
cases, services are provided in well-defined units, but benefits spill over local 
boundaries and' go far beyond the area where the service is i5Vovided; the Interstate 
Highway Syst^m^is one example. , * 

MEASURING THE AVAIIABIEITY OF ;?iDVERNMENT SERVICES * " 

' / A . ' ^ . ' ' 

Using Federal O'utlays^Data to Measure Service Availability 

1 

Federal outlays data are not a completely adequate measure of Government services. 
This is true first of all tSfW^ause spending levels result from a numlrer of factors ' 
including not only the tjuantity. of services provided but also -their quality, * local 
variations in their costs, and' differences in their exact nature. As a result, 
spending levels do not accurately reflect the extent to which citizens have access to 
public services . . ^ 
• ic ' . ■ ■ . ^' • ' , ^ , . 

Second, data jDn Federal Government spending excludes programs financed by State ^ 
and local governments and private organizations. State and loc&l governments are 
important providers of local public serv ices , accounting for^^^S percent of direct 
general expenditures, for nondefense domeatJLc functions in 'fiscal 1976; Howlpver, ciata, / 
on spending by these governments are diffici^t to obtain. Statistics on local - / 
government spending in county areas! of th'e United States are gathered comprehen- / 
sivel^^ only once' every 5 years by the Census Bureau! 5^/. Comparable statistics for "f 
St^e government expenditures ^n local areas not ^yallablfe on a^ationwide basis . 
In|additibn, no single d^ata source is available \^ch te^orts sppriding on public / 
services by private and quasJ^public organizations. As a result, the ^naly&is of/ 
Federal expenditures provides only a partial picture of the availability of services 
in local area^ . > > ' / / 

*■ ' " ^ ■ ^' / 

It is also beatibming increasingly clear that Federal policies toward local areas 
are n^ fully reflected in expenditure totals. Many policies are implemented by 
mean^^if regulatbry decisions -which may not require significant expenditures of ^ 



1/ The Catalof^of Federal Domestf'ic Assistance prepared annually by the U.S. Office 
of Management and /Budget is very helpful , but as a comprehensive and /authoritative 
listing of Federal programs it has a number of shortcomings. / 

#A/ Many of these advances are reported and discussed in U^. Senate, Committ^e'^teii'^ 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, National Conference on Nonmietropdlitan ..Cbmmunit v 
Services Research . Committee print\. ^ ^btti Cong*., 1st Sess . (1977) . i 

■ ' ' • . , / ^ * 

5^1 Data from the 1977 Census of Governments will be available in 1979. Afinu^l 
data on 'spending by governments eligible fW general revenue/sharing funds (counties, 
municipalities, and townships, for the mostxpar^ are also available. 

• - * / 

/ ' * 

/ 
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funds. T|iu8, a complete analysis of geographlc^varlah^M in pollcy^would ne^ to 
take regulatory actions and'lother policies such as "tax expenditures" Into account . 6./ 

Flpklly, It Is not altogether clear In some cases j.'ust how figures on Federal 
expenditures .should be Interpreted. Programs vary widely in' the extent to whlch/^ 
their benefits are localized; while services such as housii^ or community development 
assistance can only be enjoyed in a specific place, others, like Rational defense or 
health research, have benefits wh'ich are broadly xiistributed throughout ^the population 
Even when a program' ^benefits can be traced to local areas* such as * count iegi^ there 
ma^ often be significant variations from place to place*^ within the co"unty which will 
be obscured by countV'wrde totals. ' 



Advantages of the Outlays Dat^ 

This report employs data from the FedertdTOutlkys published by the Community 
Services Administration (formerly the Office of Ecpnomic Opportunity) . 2/ The Federal 
outlays statistics have two primary adv antages . First, theqe annual reports are 
relatively comprehensive They list most Federal Government^ expenditures,-^ including 
both direct spending and grants-in-aid, and- certain nonspend'ing programs such as 
loans. The data are reported for the ientire United States and its territories. 
Second, thefre|&rts are highly detailed. Total outlays are reported for each of more 
than 4,300 program Categories. The reports include detail for^each coijqif'ty or 
equivalent area in the United States and also for cities with over, 25,000 population. 
The Federal Outlays is the only comprehensive series of county-level data on the 
'Federal Government's spending. ' . < 

Limitations of the Outlays Bata 

Despite their value, the Federal outlays data suffer, fropi several limitations 
which seriously restrict t*heir usefulness . These relate tov (1) inadequacies in the 
estimation methods- uaed to obtain county-leyel spending data; (2) the difficulty of 
Identifying the individual program categories- listed in the outlays reports; and (3). 
•problems .of accd^^odatlng year-to-year changes in the outlays reports and in Federal 
rograms themselves when attempting to compare Fe'deral spending over time. 8./ 



^ -. . . . ■ / 



6,/ Recently, attention has been focused on the geographic .distribut ion of«'benefits 
iough the nation's tax policies — knc^m. as tax ext)enditures.. See-^U.S. Senate,' 
mmlttee on the Budget, Tax Expenditur^g.^^ Compendium of Background Material 



on. 



Individu al Provisions . 9AthCong.., 2nd Sess (1976) . For a study Illustrating the 
possible geographic effecj:s of one provision, see Thom^ A. Carlin, Impact of Earned 
Income Tax Credit; A Simulation .of Tax Year 1976 * AER-336. (Washington: Economic 
Research Service, l}.S# Department of Agricuiture, June 1976.) "\ ^ 

^ ' • / ( ^ 

2/ The Federal Outlays data are published in one national summary volume with 
State'^level totals and separate State<volumes cod^aining data on ^Jede^ai spending by 
program ii^ac\h county and large city. The r^prfrts are available from tihe National 
Technical .Information Service (NTIS) , 5285 Port^Royal Rd., Springf iel,^, )Va . 22161 



\ S/ This discussion is drawn from Fred K. Hines and J. Norman Relrf^,' "Using^~Tederal 

Sjitlays Data to Measure Program Equity: Opportunities and Limitations,*" American , : 
^burnal o ft^ Agricultural Economics > 59^ (December 1977), 1013-19. VThe ^issues -are \ ; 
discussed in greater detail j^in A. Norman Reid, "Understanding Federal Programs: Thei 
Needr' for. a Coordinated Data System," State and Local Governmen£ Review (f^-*-^ 



Est Imatlbn Methods • v ^ ■ 

Although Federal/ Outlays reports spending totals in each county and larger citys 
over two-^thir^ds/C/l.d percent) of fiscal 1976 dollars reported at thpse geographic 
levels repre^s^Rt^s rather than act;^al expenditure figures. In raanyjjtases, 

these:; estl^p^s rata of State spending totals among the State's cities- 

. and ccnip^fy ar^as,*/ A nlimber of pro rata techniques are ufeed; theste vary considerably. . 
in Jtjj^r sophistication and probable effett on research conclusions- Of those 
progrMs for whlch^^^^ details are estimated, more thap half— with about A9 jiercent 

of total 1976 *butlays~lavolve pro-rata methods reliable enough that the data can be ^ 
used with some confidence. The largestjpof these programs provide benefit payments to 
individuals; estimated cc^unDy- le;vel du<fldys are based on the size of the target 
po^lat ion res flying in each area. While these methods are reasonably accurate when 
making agferegate-level comparisons ^uch as between metropolitan and nonmetropolitafi 
areas, any more demanding use of the figures should be made with caution- 
On the other hand, a number of program categories involving nearly a quarter of 
total fiscal 1976 outlays are not reliably prorated to /the county level. Of these 
programs, the most important group — with at least 72 programs ^and $55 billion S^/ — 
involves both grant and contractual spending programs for which the county-level 
spending is unknown^ and fot^ which no estimates were made. Chief among these are the 
defense contracting programs; expenditures under these- are usually reported at the 
locatiorf of the prime contractor and are not traced to the locations of subcontractors, 
where the contracts ^re ultimately fulfilled. Also important are formula grants to 
States, which may be recorded in the State's capital county or Ip its largest city 
and not tracked to "their [eventual disposition in various parts of the State. 

^ ■■ 

In general, the Sta^ totals shoXm.ln the outlays reports are represented as 
accurate, and the estimafing Methods should not affect concJusions based on State- 
level data. Analyses based on county-le~VHl^data, however, must address the data 
quality igsue if they are to avoid errors. 7^ * *^ (' * 

; ; • ' (■:■■' 

Identifying ProgranT Categories " . . 

The more than 1,300 program categories coHtained in^ the Federal outlays reports., 
are identified by the name of the agency which ^administers them and hy^ a short 
descriptive title. Unfortunately, this information is often an insufficient guide to 
the nature of each prc5gram's activities ,an^ does not adequately^ jdistihguish between 
similarly titled programs. ) ^ - 

One of the recent major improvements in the Federal outlays reports came about 
^when many.of the outlays categories were ident if ied^with t'he prograra 'identification ' 
numbers appearing in the l!^tal'og of- Federal Dofaestic Assistance ^ The'^catalog 
describes the main characteristics of over 1,.000 Federal aid programs, including moat 
Federa] grants-in-aid , and can be very useful in research dealing with Federal " ' '^^j 
programs. Where the outlays program categories are- cross-referenced with Jthe catalog,"^ 
the wgrk «of unraveling ;:he maze of Federal programs -is ^sed constjierably . - 

However, the catalog ^as designed to he] p S^tstte ^rid local^oyernments ideatify 
aid programs for which th^y are eligible and is not maintalMd as a comprehensive 
classification of Federal 'fepending/pfrograms. As a'result, tKejcaValog^ omits many of ^ 

. ■ • > ^ ^ , cr;;;- • ... 

p These figures are based on the statements .about ^rb rata methods given in the 
Feder^ Outlays . In addition, there appeM to be some programs with county**level 
data which are inaccurate but which are^not identified as such in tike outlays' reports. 
Thus, this probably understates the percentage^ data whic^h are inadequate. v 



the programs llst^ in, the outlays Reports '^iaklng the uae^pf^ the outlays data muph 
more difficult. . • J: ; A ; 

^ ^e;^ld€^tlf IcaCloV of outlays program categories i§ further hlnd^ by changes 
, -in the way programs are defined from one issue; of the catalog to the next, by changes 
in th-e program identification numbersf , and ty a lack of f ull 

catalog andv.the outlays reports. As a result^ the catkin it 
could be in' cprrj unctibn with the Federal outlays dat^,*^, * ■ 



Using^ Outlays Data in Time Series Analyses ^ . f • . 

One of the chief potential benefits of^ annual-datj^ series such as the Federal 
Outlays is the ability to evaluate shif ts in the; patterns, of spending are 
several cJbstacles to using the FederalVoutl^ys* data for' this sprt \of ^nalysis^ though 
they are by no means insurmountable . A maj or bar rier to analyzing a Specif ic func- 
.tional area is the difficulty 9f identifying seta of equivalent programs at two or 
more *polnts . in time, oonstant changes In Federal p^ aew programs ai*e created 

and old ones consol idat or eliminated: a re nifir) or frustration in such analyses , 
especially if t:he study A^compasses. a; perl transition ibi Federal policies* 

The task of tracj.ng>;chad^ea in Federal^^^^^^^^ could be considerably easedy^y ^n '-^ 

improved y Catalog of Feddpcal Domestic Assistance . ' * - * * / 



ORGANIZATION OF THE REPORf 

■ 

, Programs Included /^ 



Of the $362.6 bll4"iba i reported for fiscal 1976, some 81.6 j^rcent (o^ 

$31^3 t>Ulldn) are^^^^^^^^^ The. rMaihing : $49 .3" billion were 

omitted for \ ^ 



reasons • 



noun 



First ^ a large riumb.ei^ of programs invoJ>sLpg by f ar tKe largest outlays were 
deleted because the dat;^ wVe not valid enough to support conclusions about spending . 
in i^efcropollt^ri and no nmetr Spoilt an' areas . /two progjj;ams~interes,t on the public debt 
($27 .2 billion) and civil s^ice retirement and disabilitV benefits ($S . 3 billipn)— *^ 
account for the bulk of Thttfls in this category. County-level data for , these prog rams, 
wesre ^estimated on a per capl^ta basis, a method which is ihsuf flcl^nt- to suppt)rt yalid^^: 
research conclusions. ^^However, because of their policy imjporti^nce , the omission of 
^ny smaller programs' is more significant: *for this report . One m^ or group ot theiBe 
programs involves formula grants to States for; which tHe total/ 
only . for the capital or otherVlarge city wifhltf the State and 
distribution bfetween county areas, is unlmbwn. These programs 
since many ^f them prttyj^de-. support for local oubllc services 
are omtfcred because their count y- lev el total sWere estimated on^ 
by. some cither unsuitable technique.- v 

A* number of pth er programs were ^so ODiitted becAusie they 
reflect tji0>t7pvernmefrt^ide distribiiition pf dojaestic policy e 
/^rograpo relaxing to thf jfetion's for eigri^ -policy were excluded. 




t Is reported 
which the ultimate 
especi;ally important 
in :bther programs • 
peV; capita basis or 



not considered to. 



or 



ts . In general , 
as Were 'research 



rjms not directly^e^ated to local services. Several programs 

- - ' ^- . ■ ■ . 

^ J^/ These totals^Thclude both ca&h putlays and " indirect_i:ed'eral .support" ( called 
"inf^ence of Federal activities" in previous Federal outlays^ reports) . ~The^^tter 
incljfdes the value pf^donated Federal property aud the amounts o4* federally (gferanteed 
or Insured loans. While* these klnd^ of programs do not involVe F^d^ral 'spending ii^ 
local arenas, they are^ of interest Because' tl\|jay indicate the /isfeibutlon of Federal/ 
program effort and are included for this reasonV, < 



which' Involve spending in only 6ne o^ a few counties were also exclud^^j as were most 
programs with less thah $50,000 in 1976 outlays . The ofilss ion oiE these prog rams- 
' 'Should not have mjiich -eif^fect on conclusions about the distribution of Federal emphasis * 
/ between -areas • ' • ■ ; ■ ,^ , ; ' ' 

The repo-rt 'includes one ma) or group b-f programfs—Department? of Defense contracts 
<$4A.9 b±llion) — for . whicJT reliable county-ievel data eare npt available'. Military ). 
contracts ar-e reported to the co;unty whpre the. prime contractor is located, even * ' 
thoygh many of these dollars aire subsequently passed on to subcontractors headquar- 
t^rjed in other counties qr even in other States . Existing evidence is mixed as- to ; 
whether the ultimate distributtan of~"*Chese funds ds more or less geographically* 
^concentrated than thq^j^rime contract awards As a result , the effect of including ' > 

• these programs i^ not cLear . 'Howler , the f)rograms are reportjed here because i3f their 
:importance to the rc^Jr^l pattern of Federal spending and the health of local ecfonomies . 

;• ■ ' .-id ' . ; . .^ • ■ , . ' . • ' • 

. - ' " ' ^ P-rogram Area Categories / V / : 

TJi is report divides the, outlays programs into "seven major program area catego- 
^ries. 'Several^ of these^ program areas have been further divided Into individual 
functions. While the data are mufth easier to? analyze when presented in such group- 
ings, any such categori2at;ion is necessarily somewhat, arbitrary and may thus ,contri- \ 
bute to mislnterpretationT, From the information available About each progranh-'^in^ 
many ca'^s no more thar> a. cryptic titie — it is o^en diffi^jdlt t^o determine the ^nature 
of a prograni'vs activities . While helpful in soie'^caseis , tWe C^^l^aloK of Federal 
Domestic Assistance : does pot suffice to identify the content all outlays programs . 
Even when, the nature^ a program's activities can be i^enjj^^ied, the most appropriate ' 
clas^f lea tiori;£6i^ that program is not alwa^ys evident. This is true especially wh^n / 
the pni^am embraces two *or more* program arWs , such as' health education T)r medical 
training^ In add i Mo n, iapjne prcferams were forced into broad categories in order to 
keep' the number of program classifications low. As a result , the classification 
scheme employed will not necessarily agree with- classifications that have appeared 
; elsexifhere* The^data for al"^ indjlvidual programs used in compiling this report are 
shbWn in appendix Stables 1-7. . - . 

■ ' ■ ^/^\ . < ' , - . • . ... 

, : ' . ■ ' > 

- V ' : OL ' . ' ■ » . . ■■ 

^ Comparison With Previous Rep)n:t3 Vi 

* V . This report provides^ d^ta* previously reported in annual Presidential reports on 
Government services ta rural AEoferlca . Because these r&ports are the only regular \ 

'source of information about the distribution of Federal spending between metropolitan 
and ngnmetropolitan _^reas , comparisons between the distribution of funds, in 1576 and 
earlier years will \nev,ltably be attempted . , While the report follows the general 
format pf those trtiich precedeti it, a few changes need to be identified. Th« class£- 
ficatioff^of. 3,097' cpunties or equivalent areas into metropDlltan or nonmetropolltan 

^categories follows the identicdl^cheme used since the fourth annual report, which 
reported fiscal j972 outl&^?s . 11^/ ^ . ' 

"For the most ps^t^^^^the systemvof classifying programs according to function 
also remains thelggame, thoilgh some changes have B^erT^^^ituted . Two new program 
categ\>ries--'-justice and law enforcement" and "general functions and Government^ 

11/ The most recent such report Is^ U .S. President , Seventh Annual ReporK^f the - 
President xd the Congress on Government Services to Rural America . House ifefe. No. 
95-51. 9.5th Cong.,' 1st Sess . .( 1977^ . The tepfold classification jfeystem explained- 
in Fred> K» Hihes , David L. Brown and John M. Zimmer, Social and Economic Characteris- 
tics of the Population in Metro and Nonmetro 'Counties . 1970 t AER-^272 . Washington: 
^Economic Resiearch Service, U .S ^ ipepartmeat of Agriculture, March 1975 . 
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adminl&tratlon"~have beep added. With "a few except ions , these categories are 
^compoafed of programs not Included In previous reports • One new f unctlon--envlron-^ 
meatal protection — has been Identified wltlvln the "community and Industrial 
development ''^program area; It Is composeid partly of programs previously classified .In 
the "community development" function and partly of programs not 'previously reported. 
The "transportation" function has been expanded from Its earlier focus on highways to 
Include program's emphasizing other modes of transportation ; as well. Both the 
"agriculture and ^natural resources" category and the functions Into which It Is 
divided underwent some definitional changes in ordjer to accommodate the diverse array 
of programs encompassed. A limited number of programs were reclassified fjom one 
function to another where this was deemed appropriate. 

The primary difference between this and former reports is in t^e scope of 
programs Included. This report adds about AOO outlays program categories to the 275 
contained in the previous Presidential report. 12/ For the most part, the new 
programs Involve direct Federal Government operations rather than assistance to State 
and local gdvernijents . A^number of programs reflecting Federal administrative and j. * 
procurement' expenses have also been included. ' , * 

, ■ ■.■ 

These alterations in ^ntent and structure reflect an attepipt to keep the report 
current with the continuing changes in Federal policy. The additions were oLade in . ^ 
response tb increasing requiftts for greater reporting detail and the fact *^^t these 
data are hot available from^^y other source on a metropolltan-nonmetropolltan basis. 
The additional details make the report a more complete statement on the public 
services supported by the Federal Government and respond to the growing Interest in 
the distribution of Federal dollars and their importance 'as a stimulus to local 
economies. As a result of these changes and additions, however, this report does^^,. , 
not correspond exactly with previous ones and care should be exercised in comparlng^^' ' 
expei|B^ures for each function over tlme.^ In all cases, the most valid means for 
making such comparisons is to identify individual programs in the appendix tabl€;s 
and examine changes in the distribution of program funds between years 



DISTRIBUTION OF FEDERAL^UTLAYS IN FISCAL 1976 
Metropolitan and Nonmetropolltan Distribution 



The fiscal 1976 Federal outlays Included in this report totaled $314.5 
billion . 13/ Of this total, 76^2 percent was directed to metropolitan areas (table 2) 
In t975, metropolitan areas Included a slightly smaller share (72.8 percent) of 
the total U.S. population (table 1). aA a result the level of outlays per capita was 
higher in metropolitan areas ($1,555) than in nonmetropolltan area's ($1,271). 

Over half the total outlays were for human resource development purposes 
(fig. 1). Outlays for this function were slightly hlg.her inside Standard Metropolitan 



, 12 / The number of new programs Included in the appendix tables will be less than 
the total number added to the report since some programs listed separately in the 
Federal outlays reports have been combined in this report. 

13 / As previously explained , not all Federal outlays are included in this analysis. 



Table Welected characterlatici of qounrtes within wtropoUtan and nonetropollta^cotjnt)^»»(mpa 1/ 



Metropolitan countl'^B 
Greater ! 



Iteo 



Ruilfer of co^iatlea 
PopiilatloD, 1975 
(thousands) .*« 
Growth rate, 19?W5 . 
. (percent) •««... 
Population; 1970 



1970 (percent) 
Net QlgratloQ ratet 

1560-70 (percent) . I 
, Median family In- 

cofle, 1969 (dols*)* 
Median faplly In- ' 
, cone, 1959 (dels.). 

; Growth rate, 1959- 
69 (percent) • If* 



' Census region; . j 

Northeast j 

North Central •4..m| f AkA 

South I 

' Vest I 



1 Total , 
1 


Total 


1 1 
1 Total I Coie 

1 1 


!■ 

1 Fringe 

1 


1 Hediuo 


1 Lesset 

1 


1 Total 

1 


I. 

1 . 
•1 3,097 
1 


< 

612 


175^ 48 


127 


■ .1 
' 258 


■ 179 


2,485 


.1213,038.8 154,147.2 

1 1 


86.320.1 59,525.5 


26,790.5 


48,984.3 


■18,842.8 


58,891.6 


.| 4.8 

1 


(.2 


2.2^ 0.6 


5.9 

* 


.6.3 


8.0 


6.7 


.1203,212.9 147,996.3 
•1 lOO.O ' 72.8 
1 65,616 ,241,824 

1 . ..' 


84,464.8 59,168.5 25,296.3 
41.6 • 29.1 12.4 
482,6!)6 1,235,677 199,184 


46,078.2 
22.7 

178,598 


17,453.3 
8.6 

97,505 


55,216.5 
27.2 
22,2?0 


1 ,13.3 


17.0 


, n,.!- 11.3 


33.5 


. 17.5 


15.4 


4.4 


1 1.7 


4.7 


5.4 ■ 0.5 


. 19.3 


4.5 


1.9^ 


-5.6 


1 9,590 


10,406 


11,034 , 10,591 


11,990 


9,838 


8,976 


7,61^ 


1 ' 5,6<0 


6,211 


.6^620 6,481 


6,996 


5,816 


' 5,'355 


. 4,278 


1 * , 69 4-J 


^ 67.5 


k7 63.4 


' 71.3 


69.2 


• 67.6 


' 78.0 



I Urbanized 

I Ad]a- I Non- 

I cent I adja 
I I cent 



191 



Nonnetropolltan counttgB 
Less 



u r banized 
Adjjt I Non- 



urba 
cent I adja- 



cent 




^ — - 

Totally . 

• i<ural::':c 
AdJa- I'Non-" 
cent I adja- 
I cent 

246 626 



'•4 '-J . 6.7 ■ 5.6, 8.6 7.0 

66.8 7,644.3 13,307.4 13,598.0 2,325.4 ■4,374.7 

'•9 3.8 6.5 6.7 1.1 2.2 

Crovth rat«, 1960- 



12.3 7.8. 4.0 -0.5 



-4.4 




Percentue dlstrtbutlon ot eou'ntlea within aroup 



, 33.3 
'25.0 
18.8, 
22.9 



33.B 
9.4 



19.0 
24.4 



■7.3 
29.6 
51.4 
11.7 



4»7> 
35-3 
■44.9 
15.1 



Fer capita incou, 
1969: 



1.0 


-5.2 




-9.7 


-7.8 


-12.2 


8,701 


8,086 


. '7.456 


7.094 ,, 


6,412 


6,142 


5,135 


4,820 


4,053 


3,920 


3,270 


3,245 


69.4 


67.'8 ■ 


84.0 ■ 


81.0 


96.1 


,?9'.3 


n jjroup 












20.4 


5.J 


'5.5 


3.0 


2.0 


1.9 


29.8 


30.7 


34.6 


36.6 


22.0 


42.3 


36.1 


41.6 


52.8^ 


43.6 


63.4 


35.6. 


13.6 


21.9 


. 7.1 


16.8 


12.6 ^ 


20.1 



^ . Lowest decile 



•I 



2nd|[0 5th decile ..j 
6th to 9th decile.. I 
.High||it decile .....| 
FopttlatiOD, 1970 | 
100,000 and over ...| 



25.000 to 49,999 ..| 
, 10,000 to 24,999 ..| 
5,000 to 9,999 ...| 
2,500 to 4,9^... I 
leaa than 2,500 ....{' 



10.0 

■40.0- 
40.0' 
'lO.O 

,11.1 
10.8 
18.2 
32.1 
17,.5 
6.8 
3.4 



1.8' 
15.4 
48.4 
34.5 

51.1 
19.0 
17.0 
9.3 
2.9 
0.5 
0.2 



,0.0 


0.0 


0.0 ' 


1.9 


3.4 . 


12.0 


1.6 


6.8 


/ 0.0 


5-4' , 


18.2 


19.6, 


^46.1 


24.6 


36.6 


*? 22;9 


41'.? 


48.1 . 


60.3 . 


37.9 . 


63.9 


56.6 


77.1 


48.8 


31.8 


16.8 


4.0 


9.9 


63.4 


100.0 


49.6 ' 


45.3 ' 


47.5 


1.3' • 


' 1(.6 


14.8 
14.3 , 


o.fl 


■20.5 


19.4 


22,3 


8.8* 


62.3 


0.0 


19.7 


21(5 


U.7 


■18.5 


23.0 


6.3 


0.0 


'8.7 


loa 


11.2 


37.7 


, 0,0 


0.6 


* 0.0 


0.1 ^ 


2.7 


5.6 


'21.1 . 


0.0 


0.0 


' 0.0 


O-O* 


,0.0 


1.7 


8.4 


O.fl 


0.6 


, 0.0 


0.8 


0.0 ■ 


0.0 


.4.2 


0.0 



2.2 


9.9 


9.4 . 


■21.5 


18.5. 


26.3 


47.5 


49.5 


52.4 


49.2, 

2M' 


4.4. . 


40.2 


38.6 


■22.4 


2.3 


2.5 


1^3.7 


5.4 


2.9, 


0.0 


0.0. 


.';o.o 


' 0.0 


53.3 


■ 2.6 


1.8' 


0.0 


0.0 


42.3 . 


|-35.5 


20.5 


2.0 


0.6 


1.4 


■ 55.? 


58.1 


35.4 


' 19.0 


,0.0 , 


6.0 




44.7 


39.9 


0.0 


0.9 




11.4 


■26.^ 


0.0 


■ 0.0. 


0.0 


6.5 


14.1 



. Source! O.S. ^reau of the Cenaua,, Cenaua of Population. 1970 and Current Population Rtnorf. . Serial P.26. 
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Tsble 2—Percentage distribution o£ FederalmtfJiays^ progran ate«, la netropolltan and nonsetropolltan counties, * 
■ ^ fiscal 1976 ■ • . . / 




Prpgrtn area 



Metropolitan counties 



Greater 



Totall I ' I < 
I Total I Co^e | Fringe | 



I I 

r I 

|Medlun?f^S8er 
I 

L 



Nonmetropolltan counties 

r,, 1 , jl 5^9 I Totally 
Urbanized r\ . j / 
.| I urbanlted I rural 

Total |Adja-|Non- |AdJa^|Kon- |Adja-|Non-^ 

I cent |adja-|ceat |adja-|ceat |adja- 

Icent I [cent | ' [cent 



J L 



Population, IJK (ttllllona) 

Bufflan resource d^elopment: 

• Public. aaslstance, social security, 

rehabilitation • . . . y 

Health payments and services 

Edttcat^n 

< Manpover f^inlng and einployment , 
opportunities .*.«...«. t^.*.... 

Total 

Bousing; 

Departnent of Agriculture 

Departnent of Housing Snd Urban 

Develojwent • • . .i . ^ . 

Departaent of Interior ....•.^'i^^ 

Veterans Administration 

^otal .....^ • 

Coi^ounlty and Industrial development; 

CooBunlty developm^t 

Industrial developacnt ♦ 

Transp6rtatlon 

. Environaental protection 

Total 

* 

Agriculture and natural resources! 
Agricultural assistance and cropland 

adjuataent • ...» 

. Agriculture and fish research and 

services v.. 

Katural resources, conservation, 
recreation^ and vUdlife • 

Total 

Defense and space: * 

Defense contracts 

Defense payroll • • 

National Aeronautics and Space idmin. . 

' / ' / ' Total •••«••..••.§.. ................. 

• ' _ - _ 



1 Z13.0 
1 Mil. dol. 


72.4 


/A C 


Z7.9 


IZ.b 


Z3.Q 


0 0 

6.0 


• 

Z7.b 


7.0 




b./ 


b.7 


1 0 

l.Z 


1 1 


|112,520'.ff 
1 lLi062".4 


71.7 

,70.0 

72.9 


40.6 
39.6 


30. A 
30.8 


10.2 
fl.1 

8.8 


22.4 

17 ft 

23.6 


8.7 

/ .0 

9.7' 


28.3 
91 4 

tJ .H 

27.1 


7.0 
6.7' 


3.7 

1 Q 

4.4 


6*7 
5.9 


7.2 

D. U 

6.7 , 


1.3 

I . u 

1.0 


2.4 

9 n 

2.4 


1 '(' 
1 8,485.12 




44.5 


37.5 


7.0 


30.3 


10.4 


14.8 


5.6 


2.4 


2.3 


3:1 


0.3 


1.1 


ilSA, 820.x. 


73.5 


42.6 


33.0 


9.6 


22.3^ 


8.6 


26.5 


6.7 


3.5 


6.<2 


6.7 


1.1 


2.2 


, * 

1 2,A76.3 


29.3 


7.2 


1.3 


5.9 


12.8 


! 

9.2 


?0.7 


11.4 


7.3 


\ 

17.4 


21.9 


4.4 


8.4 


1 6,668.4 
1 ' 13.8 
1 10,436.1 


91.3 
25.4 
89.2 


51.4 
10.2 
51.9 


38.6 
6.6 
34.3 


12.8 
3.6 
17.5 , 


31.8- 
10.8 
27.0 


ll.O 
4.A 
10.3 


8.7 
74.6' 
10.8 


2.9 
718 
4'.1 


2.(i 
13.1 
2.7 


1.6 
11.0 
1.9 


1.7** 
22.3 
li6 


0.2 
2.0 
0.3 


0.3 
18.4 
0,3 


1 19,594.6 


82.3 

1 


46.0 


31.6 


^4.5 


26>8 
^ 


9.4 


17.7 


4.6 


3.0 


3.8 


4.2 , 


0.8 


1-3 



13,098.0 63J 32.1 26.5 5.7 23.2 7.9 36.7 7.1 3.9 9.5 9.8 2.0 4.4 

2,324.7 62. t) 33.4 25.3 8.2 19.4 9.2 38.0 6.4 5.0 8.5 12.3 1.4 4.3' 

9,365.3 74.2 43.6 < 35.9 , 7.7 21.8> 8.8 25,8 4.9 3.3 5.2 7.9 1.1 3.4 

4,606.6 *80.1 46.9 28.9 18.0 23.8%^^ 9.3 19.9 7.7 2.6 3.3 4.3 0.9 1.1 

-w — — ■ ^ 

29,394.6 69.3 38.2 ^JZ9.8 . 8.4 - 22.6 8£5 30.7 6.5 3.6 7.1 8.6 "1.5 3.5 



458.5 15.0 2.6 1.2 .1.4 5.1 *" 7.2 -85.0 4.3 7.2 15.4 32.6 6.2 19.2 

' . ■ • * 

4,100.5 30.9 11.4 7.3 4.1 11.7 7.8 69.1 8.1 7.7 16.3 21.4 4.3 11.2 

' / ' * . . , . ■ ■ ■ 

4,336.4 -^2.1 31.5 17.3 14.2 12.4 8.1 47.9 6.0 8.7' 6.9 15.9 » 2.0 fl.S' 



i 8,895^. 
1 if ■ 


40.4, 20.7 


11.8 


->8.9 


11.7 


7.9 


59.6 


6.9 


8'. 2 


11.7 


19.3 


3.3 


10.3 


\ 44,887.5 


87.8 59. J 


47.4 


11.8 


20.7 


8.0 


12.2 


5.3 


2.8 


1.6 


1.5 


0.3 


0.6 


1 36,527.7 


80.0 31.7 


'20.1 


11.6 


32.2 


16.0 


20.0" 


7.7 


7.9 


1.9 


1.9 


0.2 


0.5 


1 3,561.2 


97.6 77.2 


66.2 


11.0 ' 


13.4 


7.0 


2.4 


0.6 


0.2 


1.0 


0.1 


0.0 


.0.6 


1,84,976.4 


84.9i/8.1 


36.4 


11.7 


25.3 


11.4 


15.1 


6.1' 


4.? 


1.7 


1.6 


0.2 


0.6 
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Continued 



Tabl^\2-F«rceotig« distribution of Federal ouilays by prograa area, in tetropolitan and nonnetropoHtan counties, 

■' : fiscal 1976^ontinued - 



HetropoUtan countlea 



Pcograi area 



total >|Totalf 



''Greater 



1 



I Total I Cor^ | Fringe 



Nonaetropolitan countlea 



Urbanized 



Less, 
urbanfted 



Medlua | lesser | Tot al | Ad j a- 1 Hon- | AdJ a- 1 Non- 
I ' I l.cent |adja-|ceat |adja- 
cent I I cent 



Totally 
rural . 



AdJa-lNon- 
cent ladja-, 
Icent 



— -y -Percentane of U.S. total- 



t 


1- — 

1 1,601.1 90.5 
1 ^ 


64.6 


2.8 


16.2 


-t — 

^6..9 


9.5 


1.9 


'1 

2.9 


1.5 


1.7 


a.7 


0.7 


Gjoeral functlona and Governneat adnla* • 


1 ,5,193.5 94.7 74.0 
1 : 


66.6 


7.4 


15.5 


5.2 




2.0 


• 


0.3 


0,9 


0.0. 


0.5 


* Total I t «^ a « 11 ff » * » * * 1 • • « • * « • 


1314,476.3 76.2 43.9 

1 


53.7 

4 


10.2 


. 23.0 


9.3 


23.8 


6.3 


4.0 


5.0 


5.J5 


0.9 


2.0 



Note! Data shorn include levels of new loan pomaitiDents, the value of coipoditfes donated, and the amounts of guaranteed or Insured 
loans In addition to cash outlays.. See Appendix tables 1-7 for infonaatlon on the types of programs Included In each prograa area 
category. * < v " \ . > 



Source: Goaniunity Senlces Adaini8trati(jn. ' 
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Por Capita Federal Outtayfi, Fiscal 1976 
SELECTED 1»R0GRAMS BY/PROGRAM AREA 

(Figutss in Dollars) ' 
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Statistical Areas (feMSA's) than outside them. 14 / The:^gr^atest different occurs 
^ for manpowe< training and employment opportunities programs; p^er capita outlays in 
^SMSA's»were $47,. compared with $21 in nonmetropolitan c6unti^s (table 3). 



Defense^nd space outlays am6u%ted to $85 billion, th^ second highest tatal. 
^These outlays were heavily directed toward metropolitan areas, which received 84.9 

percent 'of the total. Defense and spacie outlays per capita were $468 inside SMSA's^^ 
' more than twice the level in nonmetropolitan areas ($219). J 

Community^nd industrial development programs had outlays o^«$i9 .4 billion iri 
fiscal 1976, of which 69.3 percent werft to metrop6lit;an areas, slightly less than^ " 
the. share, of total population residing in those areas;. Per capita ^community fJnd-i y 
industrial development^ outlays were $153 In nonmetstopdlitan areas , ^compared wlth/$132 
iq SMSA's, The difference was toainly due to community develcyjmdnt programs, foiT \* -„ . . 
which per capita outlays were $82 in nonmetropoJritari areas and $54 in-SMSA's. p\r 
capita outlays for, both environmental protection^ and transportation were higher iri 
metropolitan areas than outside them. ^ . ^ . ' i 

Over 82 pe;rcent of 1976 housing outlays, which aiqounted to $19.6 billion, were*" ^ 
made In metropolitan areas . On a per capita bas'is, this amounted to $105 in/SMSA' s",. ; 
nearly double the level in nonmetropplitan areas ($59). Substantial differences 
exj.st among the four departments with housing programs. Two of these"the Department ^" v 
of Housing 'and Urban Development and the Veterans Administration — directed appr^ci-^^^^^^^^^^ 
mately nine-tenths of their housing outlays to SMSA's. The U.S. Departiient brV ' ^/^^^^^^^ 
Agriculture, on the other hand i made 71 percent of its housing outlays in ^ 
nonmetropolitan areas. - ■ 

■ - . ; ■• ' ■ ; - ■ 

Outlays for agriculture and natural resources functions amounted to $8.9 

billion in fisc&l 1976,' nearly 60 percent of which went to nonmetropolitan areas . ^ * . 

Per persoft^ outlays for this program area were $90 in nonmetropolitan portions of 
the Nation, as compared with $23 in SMSA's. . 

More than 90 percent of outlays for justice and law enforcements were made; in 
metropolitan areas. Outlays for this function were relatively small, amounting) to ^ . - 
$1.6 billibn or $8 per capita. In metropolitan areas , outlays ^or^ ustice and law ' 
enforcement were $9 per capita; iii^nonmetroplitan areas' they were ^3 per capital. 

Outlays for general functions and Government administration 16/ totaled. $5. 2 
billion, nearly 95 percent of which were In SMSA's. Per capita outlays in metr^^ 
politan ^reas averaged $32, while In nonmetropolitan counties they were $5. 



14/ An SMSA (Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area) is a county or group of con-^ 
tiguous counties which contain at least one city of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or 
twin cities with a combined population of at least 5d,000. In addition, contiguous 
counties are Included in an SMSA if according to cprtain criteria they are socially 
and economicallyHittegrated-with the central city. urbanized area consists of 
a central city, or cities, with a population of 50f(K)0 inhabitant^ or more and f . 
^surroundiiag closely settled, territory. 

15 / As noted, most of the data for defense and space programs are based on^^ime 
contract awards, which may not accurately reflect the ultimate distribution of sub- 
contracts . ss ' * . 

16? This category includes only those programs which were so general in nature that 
they could not be assigned to any qther program area and should not be taken to 
represent all the federal Government's admlnistrativ^e costs. 
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Table 3— Fe]>'caplta Federal, outlays by program area> in oetropollt^n and noiunetropolltaa countleSi 
• ^ • ' fiscal 1976 ■' ^' ■' 



^Trogratt area 



. Jttblli a88i8tancc>fl(5cial aeciirlty, 

^ ' rehabiIit£itloQ 

Health payiients and servkes o.. 

Educai!ioa 

Naapover training and employment ' 
opportunities •^•••.•«««. 



Total 



Housing: 
D€p^cjtment of* Agriculture 
Department of Housing and, Urban 

Development 

Department of Interior 
'Veterans "Adolniatration 



Greater 



•U.S. I < 1^ 
total I Total I | - 
I I Total I Core 

I 1 r 



Hetropolitan counties 



! 1^ ' I Urbanized 



^onmetropolltan counties 



I Less J Totally 
I urbanlg'ed | rur al j/ 



I iHedium | I^Mser | TotallAdja-|Non- lAdja-lNon- |AdJa-|Non? 
] Fringe^! \\ \ fcent |adja-|cent |adjar|cent jadja- 
" ^1 - I I I I ^ Icent I \ Icent'l 



cent 



jtoUacs per capita ^ 



528 524' 529 
154'^ 163 1&9 
..52 52 51 



575 '429 ^615 -51^ 540 523 513^ 533 567 ^ 560' ^.573' 
228 101 v 128'^ 1^3 aJ6 129 115 130 137 HQ' 139 
57 ^6 53 57 51 49 60 46 52 .4i 57 



40 



47 44 53 22 



52^ 



47 21 31 25 >14 18 



10 



20 



Total 



Community development 
Industrial developijent v 

Transportation ••••••^ 

Environmental prptection m 



Total 



Agriculture and natural reaources: 
Agricultural assistance and cropland 

adjustment « 

Agriculture and fish research ^d 
. services 



Natural resot^ces, conservation » 
'recreation, and wildlife .t..?»^». 



To<al 



Defense and space: I 

Defense contracts | 

Defense payroll •1^ • I 

National Aeronautics and Space Admin*«*| 

• ' * . I 



Justice and Iav eaforcenent 



774 


786 


813« 


914 


589 


749 


755 


742 


733 


714. 


722 


774 


741 


789 


\ 12^ 


,5 


2 


■ 1 


5' 

• 


6 


■ 12 




19 


22 


30 


'38 


43 

to 


'■' 
44 


1 

• 31 


39 


40 


43 


* 

32 


43/ 


28 


li 


13 


17 


8 


8 


' 5 ^ 


4 


• ■ l'/ 
•49 


1/ 
60 


1/ 
63 


■ '1/ 
60 


1/ 
68, 


1/ 
58 

^ . 


1/ 
57 


11 
19' 


•1/ 

is 


1/ 
34 


. 1/ 


1/ 
11 


1/ 
12 


' 1 
7 


92 


105^ fo5 


' 104 . 


106 

m 


107 


98 


59 


60 ' 


73 


52 


57 


60 


.56 


Or 










si' ' 


■ \J 
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<54 


' 49 ■ 


58 


28 


55 


• 82 


62 ' 


- 63 


' 88 


90 ■ 
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9 • 


9 


10 


7 


... 9 


U 


A 


10 


a4 


14 


20 


13 


;i 


■ W 


45 


47 


57\ 


27 


^42 ° 


•44 


41 . 


31 


38 


35 


52 


42 


'68 


«22 


24 


25 


22 \ 


31 


22 


23 


16 


24 


15 


11 


14 


16 

4 
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138 


132 


130 


147 


) 92 


135 


133 


153 


126 


130 


. 147 


175 


175 


221 


• 2- 


1/ 


1/ 


y 


u 




2 


•7 


, 1 . 


.4 


5 


, 10 


11 


19 


19 


8 


• 5 


5 




•10 ' 


17 


4,8 


22 


39 


47 


61 




99 


20 


15-; 


■ > 
16 


•* 

13 


23 


11 


19 


: 35 


17 


■46 


21 . 


48 


l 


79 


42 


,*23 


21 


18 




21 


37- 


,90 

* 


Al, 


89 


73 


120 


116 ' 


196 


21]/ 


256 


307 


357 


197 


189 


191 


93 


158 


157 


50 


47 


I 


62 


171 


189 


134 


124 


158 


240 


311 


124 


187 , 


354 


49 


. 49 


22 


37 


17 


23 


32 


40. 


15 


10 


13 




1 


1 


2 


1/ 


1/ 


4 


399 . 


It 

i 


474 


520 


370 


439 


516 


219 


347 , 


¥: 
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97 


80 
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' 8 


9 


13 . 


17 


2 


■ 5 


6 


3 • 


' 2 


6 


2 


• 2 


4 


3 



See footnotes at end of table. 
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ble 3~^er ctfXtt Federal outlay^y progru area, in letropoUtan aad nometropoUtai 

. fiscal 1976-Contlnued ,^ ^ 

r ' 

Hetrop olltap eonntiM 



inTfiuntles, 
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n.s. 



Greater 



I I 

.11 ( 



jioninetroDolltan cOuatlea 



^ I Urbanized! ^" 4* 
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■ 9\ total iTotall . j | , |Hedlui|Le88er|totaIiAdJa-|lloa. lAdJaTlNoa 
I ■ \ iTbtallCore |Fringe| \ ^ ' 



irltotaJjAdJa-IKon- [AdJaT|Non-i|JUja-||lon-" 
■ I / Icent ladJa-lcW Udja-Wt |adja-l 

MJ, Icent [ Fcent' - [cent ; 

: capitis 1 ■ A,' 



Dollara per capltj^^ 



Ctueral fwictloni Md 24 ^ 32 ' 45 ^ 58 14 *16 14 5 7 9j 1 ' 3 1/^ \ 

v.— V— -4 ^'^^^ ^'"53^°° ■^•"8 1,292 l,m 1,558 1,271 1', 316 1,532^1, 09fi 1.228 1,177 1,374 
t1 : : ^ " ^-^7 ^ . . — . , 



y Less tdan $0.« 54* 

uTpi^. ' »W« W for l,£.™,lo. , the ^e. oj pr<«t«, i.clud«l 1. Lch ,r.g.«, 



Source: ComunAy Servicer Adoinlstratlon. 
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^ Though ^he level of per\ capita outlays "across all selected programs was higher 
in metropolitan than In ^nmetropolltan areas, there were substantial variations within 
each area* For metropollt^an areas, the highest outlays per capita were made In the , / 
core counties of the, largest SMSA's, the lowest to the fringe counties surrounding/ 
these core\ounties . „Core counties received '$576 per person inore th'api'^the^^i^JLfige 
counties , 'largely to the difference i-n^levels of outlays for human„ resource ^ 
deve]jOpraent and defense and s>^ce. programs. OfvjaM nonmetropolltan counties, the 
urbanjLzed counties hot adjacent^h^/an SM^A had th4 highest per caplta.-amounts of 
Federal outfay dollars . .'yrhe bounties . that are le^^rbanlzed and adjacent to SMSA's " ^ 
had the least^ amount of .Federal outlays per capita — $378 less than the U.S. average^ 

^ Regional Distribution 

' . . ' -vT 

Pey capita total ^utlayj were highest' In the West ($1,8)7) and 5outh ($1,59^, 
they'w^e lowest In^the Nprth i^entral States ($1,192) and In the Northeast ($1,323). 
For the- most*- part , similar patterns occurred for the individual pro^yram areas as well, 
though some differences do exigit (fig. 2). .De^nse and^ space outlays' per capita wefe „ 
highest iir t'he West ($678) and Sou* ($^4 63) and IciTwest in* the N6;:th , Central region 
($223). Likfewis^,, outlays*^or both housing and apiculture and, natural resources' 
"•were higher In. j^hese tv^o regions, thbugh in these instances the per capita level of 
outlays was lowest in the Northeast. In three /rograra areas (community and industrial 
development; geneifal functions and Government administration, and justice and law 
enfprcement) , per capita outlays in the South exceeded those in theWest% ^ ^ 

/ V . • ■■ ' ^ . 

Tl\ere are a few /except ions to the generally highe^levels ot per capita outlays 
i'n the Web t- and South. Outlays for human resource development were highest per person 
in the IJprtheast ($813), iEollowed by the West ($788) and SouthJ$771) This result 
is due t6 higher level^s of outlays in the Northeas^for pubd^c^sistlCnce, social 
security, and rehabilitation ($555), and for health payments ariti services ($172) 
(table A). Per capita outlays for education were highest tq^^tji^ West and South, 
however, and 'the Northeast followed the West in the, level of outlays for maripowei 
training and employment. Per capita outlays foiL.environment,al pr0tect ion were 
highest in the JJortlieast ($26) and the West ($23). ^ ' ' * 

The regional differences in per capita total outlays- in metropolitan and non- 
metropolitan areas are very close to those for the Nation as a whole. In all 
regions, per capita total outlays were higher in SMSA's than in nonmetropolltan * - 
areas. ^ Both metropolitatv and nonmetropolltan outlays levels were highest' in the 
We« ($1,956 and $1,62A) and lowest in the North Central region ($1, 230 and $1 , 111) . 
The difference between the two areas was greatest in the South, where Sl^MSA's received 
$471 more per capita than nonmVt^bpolitan ateas; metropoJLltan and nonmetropolltan 
areas were most nearly eqiial in the NortJf^Central States , where th^y differed by \ 
only $119. / ' ; • ' \' J 

, . . ■ ' 

LikeVlse, the metropolitan-nonmetropolitan division of per capita outlays for 
individual program, areas is much the same in the'regions, as for the Nation as a whole. 
In all- regions, per capita outlays for human resource development, defense and space, 
justice and law enforcement, and general f unp4;ions and Government administration were 
higher in, SMSA's. Conversely, .per capita agriculturfe and natural resources outlays 
were higher in nonmetropoltan areas in all regiojis . 



In two program ^rea^ , however, the pattern is mixed. Housing outlays per capita 
were higher in SMSA's in all regions ex'cept the Northeast, due largely to a lower 
level of Veterans Administration housing outlays in the metropolitan portions of the 
Northeast. In addition, per capita community and industrial development outlaysNi<ere 
higher in nonmetropolltan areas throughout the Nation except in the South. 



Per Capita Federal Outlays, Fiscal 1976 ■ 
SELECTED PROGRAMS BY.CENSUS REGIONS 

(Figufes in Dollars f ^ 



General functions ani^cV^rnmant administration. 

Justice and law enforctment 

Defense and space • * ^ 
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* ^J- ' .^ ;■ Table 
_ ^ _ 

. Program area 

— 7— ' — ■ 

Juaan t^eAqiirce developoent: ^ 
Public asilstance,, social security^ 

rehai)lllt;^||^n 

Health payi^nts ,an^ services • 

Education 

Manpower trali^fng and eaployaent 
/ ojpti^rtunlt les •.........»#. i.i .\ 

Housing: " ^ " - \ 

Department of Agrlculjture • 

Departoeot of Housing and Urban ' 
Devefopoent •••• ..«« 

. 'Oepartoent of the Interior. 

Veterans Adnlnlstratloa • • • • 

Total 

Cotsnunlty and Industrial developnent; ' 
Counnilnlty developoent 
Industrial developaent m ••••••••••« « 

Transportation 

• Eavlronmentil prt^tectlon 

Total 7...... 

» 

Agriculture and natural resources: 
Agrlculturai' assistance and ^ 

cropland aMUStment ^ 

Agriculture/and fish research 

and services «. 

* Naturalyfcsourcea, conservation, 
jecr^lon, a^d vlldllfe 

Total «... 

i ^ 

Defense and space :|\ • ^ 
Defense contractsN.*.*. ^ 

' Defense payroll 

Natural Aeronautics and 
Space Administration 

Total * 

w ' * ■ 

Justice and lav enfotceaent; ....^.....s 

—^—7—— — ' ' ' — 



4— Per capita Federal outlays by prbgram area aad.by U.S. Census regions, 
^ ' fiscal 1976 / 
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total f/|Total|polltan | polltan ^ Total Ipolltdn | polltan | Total Ipo.Utan | polltan iTotaijpolltan | pol^tan 
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Table A-Per capita Federal outlays by prograa area and by 'U.S. Censue/rtgloDs, 
':<. fj|icall976«Contlnued\^ 



i 



J 

y 

s 



tfest 



' ' ' I JlU'S- I /MMet|- iNonaetro-l jHrtro- |NonffletTO-,| |lRjfr<h iNonn^Ro-j ■ jMetro-, iNpnnetrA- 

Program area/ [fj Itot^n/lTotalJpolftan I polltan | Total Ipolltan'lwpolltan |Total|polltan | poUtan |Tot^I|polltan | polltan ' 



'coytlericounMes | jcodntleslcountlea I I c ounties I counties 1 IcountleslcWjy s 
• Dollars per 'capita ' ' - ^ ' 



r 



T 



» . ,hr- r- 

Cenerall functloiis «i3 Covemi^nt >| ^ V ' 1 ^ - 

adulnllftration " | .'\4 21. t 23 , ^ 7* • ^5 ^ 20 3 ' '35 55 2 24 ■ 27 U 

■ • \^ — : -il ^ , : ^ ' ' ; — ^ — — — V 

Total .........Ml .....|U75V 1,523' ,™ i;ii2 1,192' J^^'lT 1, 111 1,599 1,777 1,?06 1,887 1,956 1,624'* 

— -. — *, — u — -Z i 1 : i . . . <Sk, 



1/ Detail nay not^ajid to- totals due to roundM. . _^ \ 



ll Less than' $0.50. < 
Source: Coiiifliunlfry Services .jdnlnlstrat ion. , '(^ i 



V A 



• V 



■4,-. 0' 



J 





25 



>Human Resource Development . ' ' . ■ ' ^ 

In fiscal 1976, outlays for the » human resource* development programs analyzed in 
this .report^ totaled $164.8 billion, or $774 per capita. Nearly three-quarters of the 

\ outlays. fo.r this prbgrara area were 'made in 'raetrbpolitjan areas, and per capita outlays^ 
for'hura^n 4reBource development in metropolitan areas ($786) exceeded thos^ip tfonmetto 

^po^irt^n areas .C$742). ^ * ^ - 

* The par capita level of human resource development outlays was highest in* the 
cor-e cauntieS of the Nation's largest SMSA's ($914). Per capita out lays were somewhat 
less than the U.S. average in medium- and lesser-sized SMSA's, and substantially below 
that for the" la/gest metropolitan areas. Fringe counties in tl^e largest SMSA's. were 
far below the: national average in per Capita outlays for this function. * In general , 

, ^er capfta^ outlays were also below the national average in* nonmetropolitan • areas , 
though in less^ urbanized and totally rural counties not adjac;,ent to SMSA's, the l^vel 

Irflfit or exceeded that average (fig* 3t) . . 

.Over two-thi'rds of human resource development outlays ( $112.. 5 Tjill^on) were for 
public assistance » social security , and rehabilitation programs. The level of per 

Jcap'ita outlays for this ' function in nonmetropoliii^n areas ($540) was slightly ^igher 
than -i>i^'' SMSA's ($524), a fi*nding which is not pa,rticul4tly surprising in light of the_ 
generally^ lower income lev6ls in nonmetropolitah areas. Per capita outlays* for this 
function w^re highest in the core'counties of the largest SflSA's and in the totally 

'rural counties. ' 

' , ■ ' ■ ' '' • " ■ - ' •• , 

' ^ outlays for health "p^'yments, and services amounted to $32.8 billion, slightly 
le§s t-han a 11 human resource development outlays. On a per capita basis, 

metropolitan areas- ay^raged substantially Jaeger funding levels ($163) thai]^ nonmetro- 
'politan areasL ($130). The highest level of outlays was in the largest SMSA'S ($189)^ 
though ^'t he resour.ces were distributed quite differently between thve corfe counties ^ 
(-$^28) and. fringe counties ($101) of these areas. Among nonmetropolitan counties, 
the hig'hest levels of per capita outlays for health programs were in' the less urba'- 
nize;! or totally rural counties not adjacent to SMSA's. 

Outlaws for education in fiscal 1976 C$11.1 billion) were distributed nearly 
equally between metropolltarr and nonmetropolitan areas when measured on a per capita 
basis* ^Within-^ these areas , however , some significant differences occur. Among 
metropolitan counties," per capita education .outlays were highest in core counties' of 
large SMSA's and in the smallest SMSA's (§57);^ they were lowest in the fringe coun- 
ties o^ the larger metropolitan areas ($36). Nonmetropolitan counties not adjacent . 
to SMSA's had higher levels of per capita education outlays. than thdse counties : 
contiguous to metropolitan area's. 

' •• jf ' ' • ' ." ■ 

Outlays for the final function within the human resource development program 
area — manpower training and employment opportunities: — amounted to $8.5 billion in 
fiscal J 976, or $40 per capita.. Outlays for manpower programs were more highly con- 
centrated in metropolitan areas than any~ of the other human resources functions; over 
85 percenj: of manpower 'outlays were made in SMSA's. On a per capita basis, matfpower 
outlays were more than twice as high in metropolitan counties ($47) as in nonmetro- 
politan "counties ($21),. . All metropolitan area county groupings had relatively high 
per capita outlays for this function, except for fringe (\ounties in the largest 
SMSA's. Nonmetropolitan counties .as a whole averaged even l^ss than this, however, 
and only in 'the most urbanized rionmetropolitan counties did the per capila levels 
rise above that ifor the^fringe counties. 
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Housing 



Total outlays for housing amounted to $19.6 billion In fiscal 1976, or $92 pep 
capita. Oyer'^SZ percent of total housing outlays were In metropolitan areas; per 
capita outlays In SMSA's ($105) were nearly double the level In nonmetropolltan areas 
($59). Per capita housing outlays were uniformly high In both core ($104) and fringe 
($106) counties of larger SMSA's ahd In the medium-sized SMSA's ($107).^ In the 
smallest SMSA's, the leviel was $98 per capita still well above the level In nonmetro- 
polltan counties* Except for outlays In the most urbanized nonmetropolltan counties 
not adjacent to an SMSA ($73 per capita), housing outlays did not/ exceed $60 pec 
capita for any of the nonmetropollfan categories (fig. 4). 1^ 

The bulk oi housing outlays In fiscal 1976 were by the Veterans Administration 
(VA), amounting to $49 per capita. Nearly 90 percent of Veterans Administration 
housing outlays were made In SMSA's, and per capita outlays In metropolitan areas 
($60) were more than three times the nonmetropolltan average ($19). Per capita out- 
lays were highest In the fringe count les of large SMSA's ($68); the level of outlays 
was lower In the smaller SMSA's. The most urbanized nonmetropolltan counties had 
higher per capita VA housing outlays than any of the other nonmetropolltan categories, 
but the level In these areas was still well below the levels Inside SMSA's. In the 
"rejmalning portions of nonmetropolltan areas, the levels ranged from about one-eighth 
to just under a quarter of the metropolitan area average. 

The second highest total was reported for the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD), which had outlays amounting to $6.7 billion;- over 91 percent of 
these outlays were In metropolitan areas, and per capita outplays In -SMSA's ($39) 
were nearly four tlmes'as high as those In nonmetropolltan areas 1[ $10) . Within the 
metropolitan areas', the highest levels were In core counties of large SMSA's and In 
medium-sized SMSA's. In nonmetropolltan areas, HUD housing' outlays were concentrated 
In the most urbanized counties, which averaged significantly more per capita than the 
remaning nonmetropolltan categories. 

U.S. Department of Agriculture housing outlays totaled $2.5 billion — $12 per 
capita- — and were concentrated In nonmetropolltan areas, where 71 percent of 1976 
outlays were made. Per capita outlays for U.S. Department of Agriculture housing* 
programs In nonmetropolltan areas ($30) were six times as high as In SMSA's ($5) and 
were highest in the totally rural and less urbanized couhtles, the areas receiving the 
least assistance under other Federal houslng^prdgrams . Among the SMSA counties, per 
capita levels were highest in the smallest SMSA's ($12) and lowest in central^counties 
of the most* populous metropolitan areas ($1). Interior- Department housing ^^lays 
totaled less than $14 million, three-fourths of which went to nonmetropolltan areas. 

- ■ ■ * ■ ■ \J ■ ■ ' 

Community and ^dustrlal Developrment ^ 

Federal outlays for community and Industrial development functions were nWrly 
$30 pillion in fiscal 1976. While almost 70 percent of these outlays were in mfetro- . 
politan areas, the per capita level was higher in nonmetropolltan areas ($153) than 
in SMSA's ($132). Among' nonmetropolltan counties, the highest ^per capita level was 
in totall y-tnaral counties not adjacent to an SMSA ($221). In general, per capita 
levels were higher In the most rural counties and In those not contiguous with 
metropolitan areas Per capita outlays in metropolitan ar^as were highest in the 
core counties ($147) and lowest in fringe counties' ($92) of large SMSA's (fig. 5). 

Outplays for the community developjient f unct ion^made up nearly 45 percent of all 
outlays in this program area. Some 36.7 ;percent of community devel opmert't outlays 
were in nonmetropolltan areas — more than the share of the population residing in these 
counties; as a result, per capita outlays fbr this function were , much higher in 
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nonmetropolltan areas ($82) than SMSA's ($54). jJ/ Per capita outlays were highest 
In the totally rural counties, especially those; nonadjacent to SMSA's ($122). Within 
metropolitan areas, per capita outlays for community development were highest In 
medium-sized SMSA's and lowest In the fringe^ conntles of trie largest SMSA's. 

Transmutation outlays comprised just u/der a third of community and Industrial- 
development outlays, amounting to $44 per capita.^ Transportation outlays were j; . ^" ^ 
slightly higher In metropolitan areas ($45) than outside them ($41), but these 
differences are not nearly so large as those occurring within these 'Respective areas. 
Within SMSA's, the largest differences Were, between the core counties of the most 
populous areas, with per capita transportation outla^ys of $57, and. the fringe counties 
of these areas, with outlays of $27. In nonmetropotffSn areas, the highest per 
capl-fea transportation outlays were In totally rural counties not adjacent to -SMSA's 
($68) .V Average outlays for this function were progressively lower In the more 
urbanlied nonmetropolltan counties , especially those counties adjacent to SMSA's. 

^tlays for environmental protection amounted to over $4.6 bliy.on In fiscal 
1976, or $22 per capita. On the average, per capita putlays for this function were 
higher In ^SMSA's ($24) than In nonmetropolltan areas ($16). Only the most urfeanlzed 
nonmetropolltan counties located next to SMSA's had funding at a level equivalent 
with SMSA counties. Within metropolitan areas, per xaplta outlays w^re highest In 
the fringe counties In the largest SMSA's. 

' ■ •■ ' , • * 

Industrial development outlays totaled $2-3 billion In fiscal 1976. On a per 
capita basis, outlays for this function were higher In nonmetropolltaA counties ($15) 
t;han Inside SMSA's ($9). Per capita outlays were highest In the less urbanized and 
totally rural counties not adjacent to SMSA's and were lowest In the fringe portions 
of the Nation's most heavily populated metrppolltan areas. 

, Agriculture and Natural Resources , ^ ^ , . 

^ Outlays for agriculture- and natural resource-related programs Included In this 
report totaled $8.9 billion In. fiscal 1976.. Although this amounted to some $42 per 
capita nationally, the average was ^0 In rionmetropolltan areas. The outlays for 
this program arfea were especially cojncentr^ed In the most rural dountles and those 
not adjacent to SMSA's. Overall, metropolitan counties- "averaged only $23. per capita, 
with the .smallest level, occurring In the centx:^l portions of the largest SMSA?s ($18) 
and the largest average In the least populous metropolitan areas, ($37) (fig. 6). 

The largest amounts were disbursed for natural resources , conservation, recrea- 
tion, and wildlife)^ which totaled $4.3 billion ($20 per capita). ^ The per capita level 
of outlays for these functions was more than twice as high In nonmetropolltan areas ^ 
($35) as In SMSA's ($15) . v In general , outlays were highest In the most ruraf counties 
and those not adjacent to metropolitan areas. Fringe countle|Pof large SMSA's ($23) 
and counties In the smallest' SMSA's ($19) received the hlghe^T per capita levels 
among metropolitan counties. . - ' ^ ^ . 

17/ On a per capita basis, direct Federal assistance In the f or^ of grants-in-aid 
Is distributed almost etjually between metropolitan ($33) and nonmetropolltan ($31) 
areas. The higher nonmetropolltan outlays^ lev6l for community development purpo''ses 
results from a much higher level of Federal direct loans and guaranteed loans ($42 
compared to $5 for SMSA's), programs which Imply ^ far greater measure of local 
self-help than do graats, since the loan amounts eventually must'^be repaid. Over 
two-thirds of kll Federal community development 'aid going to SMSA's was composed of' 
grants, while nearly thr^A-^f If ths of outlays to areas outside SMSA's Involved loans 
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Outlays for agriculture and fls^ research and services programs~\*hlch totaled 
^l^llon—were even more heavliy directed toward nonmettopolltan areas, averaging 
^pe larges,t levels of per capita outlays occurred In the most rural counties 
Mise not adjacent to SMSA's. Outlays per capita averaged only $8 In metropolltaa 
counties, with the level rising to' $17 In the emaliest SMSA's. 

Tljl agricultural assls^tance and cropland adjustment programs reported here 
araoLntefl to less than half a billion dollars In fiscal 1976i or about $2 per capita. ' 
These outlays were mainly concentrated In the most rural coiintles and In those not * 
adjacent to SMSA's. In metropolitan areas, outlays for this function exceeded half a 
dollar, per capita only In the smallest SMSA's ($2.). • .1- 

>i ■ tf ■ ■ . . 

Defense and Space . ' 

> Fiscal 1976 pu?lays for defense an'd space programs amounted to $85 billion, 

r secopd only to human resource development. On a per capita basis, defense and space 
outlays totaled $399. Nearly 85 percent of this total accrued to metrppoldTtan areas, ^ 
and per capita outlays for these functions were higher In SMSA's ($468) thari^ln ' 
nonmetropolltan areas ($219). IS/ Per capita outlays were Mghest In the central 
counties of the most heavily populated SMSA's ($520), In smJll SMSA«^s ($516) , and fn 
. the most urbanized nonmetropolltan counties not adjajjent to an SMSA ($511). We - 
level of defense and space outlays In the more rural^onmetropolltan cpuntles was 
substantially lower (f^lg. 7). * ' " ■ 

Defense contracts make up over haff the outlays for the defense and. space ^ 
program area and are heavily • concentrated In metropolitan counties, which averaged 
$256 per capita, compared to $93 In nonmetropolltan areas. Within SMSA's', defense 
contracts were heavily directed toward the core counties of large metropolitan are^s 
($357). Remaining portions of thei Nation's SMSA's averaged less than 60 percent of 
this amount. Significant differences also occur within the nonmetropolltan portions 
of the Nation, where the ihOpt urbanized counties averaged over $150 per capita, while 
the remaining areas averaged about a third as much. * ^ 



Although defense payroll outlays favoted nonmetropolltan counties to a greater ♦ 
extent than defense contracts, per capita levels were still higher inside SMSA ^ 
boundaries ($189) than outside them ($124). Among SMSA counties, ^ffer capita outlays 
were highest in small SMSA's and lowest in the core counties of the mosV^populous 
ones. Among nonmetropolltan cout|ties, defense payroll outlaysvwerS' highest iri the 
more urbanized counties; at the same time, howeve^, tKere^^^^^a^-'a tendency for per 
capita outlay^^to be higher in counties not adjacent, to SMSA's. 

National Aeronautics and Spac^^dministration (NASA) oil tlTays amounted to only 
$3.6 billion, or, less than 5 percent of the defense and space total. Over 97 percent 
of NASA outlays y^re in metropolitan areas, which averaged $23 per capita, compared 
with $1 in nonraetfopolitan counties. Per capita NASA outlays were highest in core >, 
counties of large SMSA's ($40) and were much lower in the remaining portions of the / 
Ndtidn'*s metropolitan ^reas . , ^ ^ . 

Justice and Law Enforcement ' ^ 

Outlays for the programs related to justice and law enforcement totaled $1.6 
billion in fiscal 1976— $8 on a per capita basis. Over 90 percent of outlays for - 



_18/ Totals for many defense categories represent the distribution of outlays to 
prime contractors. These figures may not accurately reflect the ultimate distribution 
of funds to subcontractors, however, and should thus *be interpreted with caution. 
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this program area were made In^SA's, and per capita outlays In metropolitan areas 
($9) were three times as high as in nonmetropolltan areas ($3). The highest per 
capita level was in the core counties of SMSA's ($l>ixother metropolitan counties 
averaged significantly less, with the fringe portlonr^f large SMSA's deceiving an\ 
average of only $2 per capita? Per capita outlays In nonmetropolltan areas were \ 
generally J.ow, with the highest level occurring In the urbanized counties not adja-^ 
cent to SMSA's. 

. ■ , • i ' ' ' 

General Functions and Govejpnment Administration * j 

Outlays for the remaining Government f unc^lon^^lncluded In this report amounted 
to $5.2 billion In fiscal 1976. 19/ Almost 95 percent of these outlays were In 
metropolitan areas. Per capita > outlays for these purposes were $32 In SMSA's, 
compared with $5 In nonmetropolltan area^. The per capita level of outl^^r* was far 
higher In the central counties of large SMSA's ($58) than In any othfer cate^ry , 
though the remaining metropolitan area c&untles had average outlays* nearly triple 
those of nonmetropolltan areas. Per capita outlays outside SMSA's were highest In 
^the most urbanized and most rural counties. 

Federal Outlays In Growing and 'Declining Areas ^ 

During 1970-75, the Nation's population grew by 4.8 percent to over 213 million. 
Neither this ;growth nor the rate bf^change, however, was uniform for all areas. The 
majority of all U.S. counties (76 "percent) 'were growing and of^these, almost two-third 
grew by 5 percent or more. Of those counties experiencing a decline in population, 
only 6 percent declined by more than 10 percent. Overall, growth occurred more 
rapidly in nonmetropolltan areas, where the.rate of change was 6;7 percent . Among 
nonmetropolltan counties, the fastest growth rate was in the most rural counties, 
followed by the most urbanized ones. >• Countifes in the least populous SMSA's grew 
faster than other metropolitan counties, with the least growth occurring in the 
largest SMSA'p, especially their central portions (table 1). 

Per capita outlays in growing and declining counties are compared in table 5. 
In general, larger shares of per capita outlays went to declining counties in both 
jnetropolitan and nonmetropolltan areas (^ig. 8). 

. Outlays per capita- for human resource development tended tq favor decliniftg^ 
areas In both metropolitan and nonmetropolltan areas, though the levels were much' 
further apart. This was due to the* public assistance and health functions for which 
per capita outlays were much higher in declining metropolitan counties than in 
growing ones. In addition, per. capita outlays for education and manpower programs 
were higher in growing cp^unties than in declining portions of nonmetropolltan areas. 

.' • • ' ■ ' . ■. ^ 

In both metropolitan and nonmetropolltan areas, per capita outlays for housing 
programs were larger in growing pounties than in those expetiencing a decline. This 
^relationship, also holds true for the three departments responsible, for the largest 
housing programs. ^ 

Community and Industrial development outlays, on the other hand, favored areas 
which have undergone recent population decline. The tendency for outlays to go to 



19^/ While the programs included in this category are general in nature, often of an 
administrative or "overhead" character, many other administrative programs which 
coul4, be identified with a particular function (such as education) have been assigned 
tO|that function. Thus, this category does not include all Federal Government 



ad^nlstratlve costs and should tipt be interpreted as such. 
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declining c6untleff Is most pronounced In SMSA's , though me per capita level of* 
outlays in declining couhties is slightly riigherNiji nonrndbfopolltan areas- Only 
in tt).e case of envlEonmental protection outlays is ponmetfiropolltan areas do growing^ 
counties receive ^ore per capita* 

Significant differences exist between metropolitan fend nonmetropolltan areas in 
the distribution of outlays fqr agriculture and natural resources. In metropolitan 
areas, per capita outlays are higher in growing counti^&f^ both in tW'al and for each 
of the functions considered . In contrast > per capita ^tlays iri nonraetropolitan 
areas were highest in declining portions > except for outlays for natural resources, 
conservation,, recreation, and^wildli^e , which were high/igt in the countiles experienc- 
ing ipopulat ion -growth since 1970. ' 




In both metr^olitan and nonmetropolitan counties, defense and space 'outlays 
were higher in declining counties by substantial margins. However, the two areas 
^""differed regarding outlays for thie remaining two functions^ — Justice and law enforce- 
ment and>;;^,e5^al functions and Government administration. . In each case, per capita 
outlays in SMSA's greatly favored counties with declining populations, while in 
nonmetropolitan areas the reverse was true. . 
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KehabillAtioa aervlcea'and faclli-i | 

tiea - apecial projecta' I 13.626 

Rehabllitatioa traialag ;..«...| 13.629 

Social and Rehibilitation Service; v | 
^ Public aiBlaunce-ialnteaWe .| 

uaiataace 4/ ^.....,| 13.761 

Child velfere aervlcea 4/ | 13; 707 . 

, Public aaalatance— Boclal j 

aervlcea 4/ .•..^^^ °,...| i3.7jj( 

Public laaiatance— atate and^ocal j 
training "4/ 



Hork lofentive Prograa, child | 

;;),cafe 4/ .L. ...... ^ 

^'Cowunity aervlcea training jgranta 
. Child aupport enforceW (ada. of 

Title IV-D) ; 

Aaat. to refugeea-^aabbdia and 
, Viet« 



Sle 



mttM 

L-A ^ c 

fotftDotai it. end of tible* 



13.724 

13.748' 
13.7^68 

13.770 

13.769 



ERIC . 



r 



lT«Mir i . MedluB Lesaer Total |Adja-|N(a^ lAdJa-lNon* AdJa-lBon- 
lotal Core FriDg. | Icent |al,-|cent |adja-|cent ladja- 

L 1 L — J. _L, I Iceft I /leant f [cBni- 




*-~ — Percentage of D.S. total- 



4,871.9 70.9 40.6 33.9 6.7 22.1 8.2 29.1 6.r 3.7 7.1 7.8 1.6 2.8 , 
44.3 W 55.7 40.6 IS.l 43.9 6.7 23.6 4.2 '6.0 3.5 8.8 . 0^0 M ^ 



4,916.2 7fll.9 40,8 34.0 6.8 22.0 8.2 



4 

4, 

"4" 

4,8 ■ 
4 



29.1 6.1 3.7 7.1 7.8 1.6 2.8 

— ' ■ tr— 



9,123.5 68.i 37.0 27.2 9.7 22.6 



8.9 31.5 7.5 4.1 7.7 8.1 l.'s. 2.6 

44,640.8 7l.d 40.2 30.0 10.2, 12.2 8.5 '29.0 , 7.5 3.6 7.1 7.3 1.2 2.5 "' 

• - i ' ' " • . * • ' 

17,087.3 70.^ '39.3 28.0 11.3 22.5 8.7 29.5 ' 7.3 '3.8 7.2 7.5 .1.2 ?.4 i 

56.5 11.7 ^5.0 11.'8 .20.4 2.8 4.8 j. 

34.9 5.8 4.7 8.9 9.6 2i0 3.8 ' 



, 984.3 "43 
4,477.9 15 
1,701.9 92 



729.8 89. 
U.2 58. 
4.9 98/ 

0.0 ' 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o!o , 



I I 



1 

,4 



1 

a 

1'' 

4 



11.3 


22.5 


8.7 


6.8 


22.9 


.8.0 


v4.6 


18.1 


8.8 


M.4' 


17.9 


6.1 


0.2 


53.8 


16.4 


5.1 


17.0 


12.8 


11.4' 


. 7.4 


5.5 


0.0 


' 0.0 


0.0 

'1 


0.0 


38.4 


51.4 


>5.5 


28.3 


10.6 


8.1 


20.4 


7.1 


7.1 


24.2 


9.1 


7.7 


200 


9.5 


9.6 


I8.9. 


9.3 


9.9 


22.9 


12.6 


5.8 


23.8 


13.4 


7.8 


17./ 


6.8 


0.2 


69.3 


8.0 



20.4 5.4- 4.1 5.5, ; 7.0 1.!^; 2.3 ,. 

23.4 5.V 3.1 5.5 '6.3 1.2 .2.2 

29.5 5.5 4.2 6.2 8.7 1.6 3.2 ' ' 

20.3 4\8 3.0' 4.0 . 5.7V 1.0 1.8. 

11.4 2.5v 5.9 1.1' 1.5 0.0 0.5^ 

13.8 4.3 \2.2 2.7 -3.1 0.7 0.9 ' 

,53.7. 87.1 9l9; 9^7 0.2 69.3 8.0 , 12.9 11.5 CsX 0.7 0.3 0.o"'o.0 ' 
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Appendix tible Wercentage dleiributloa of Federal outlays for human raflouVce dcvelopnent ;Iq metropolltan';^fQd aoiiaBtrapoUkan counties, 

fiscal 1976-CoQtlnued . ' A 



— — ^ ... L ^^1^ ^ 

. ' ; . I CPDA i Type of 

Subfunctlon, departient,'and prograo ^ j prograi Iprograo Z/ 

|nui4erl/| 



1 



^1. 



U.S. ';| ■ j 

total I Total I 



Metropolitan counties ■ I ' Nonaetropolltan ctf'untlea . 

I K ' I Urbanized I ^ees iTTotally, 
I I I ■ I ' , . I urbanized I rural 



Greater 



I , I iHedluBiUfleerlTotailAdJPjNo^^ 
iTotall Core iFringej I I . ' jcent jadji-jcent jadja-jcent |adja- 
K I I . I > I I . Icent I Icent I Icent 



D^artvent of Health, Education, and 
Welfare— Continued; / I i 

Social and Rehabilitation Service- | 
^ Continued: I , 

Asft. to refugees^uba •••• y..t 13tr762 

Saiarlea. and expenses •••••••••^••••.|» NA^ 

.Other agencies: I ' « 

: Hindlcapped early childhood asst ifxl 13*444 
Asst* to refugees in the United | 

States I NA 

Aist* to refugees-^aobodia and | 

Vletnan ••••• -.•..•( SA 

. Special asst. to refugeasMJaobodia I ^ 
' and Vietnam ,..,..4:V...». NA 



Totali Dept. of Health, Educa- 
tion, and Welfare x 

i ' 

Dtpartiaent of the Interior ; 



I 



Indian social s^xvlccs— general/ 
asst ^ 

Indian social services-^child 
welfare ......7... 



Total, Dept. of. the interior ..| 



DenartBcnt of tabor ; . * 
Food stamp asst 



^ Total, Dept. of Labor 



Civil Service CoonisAlon ; 

Civil service retirement and dis- 
abUity fund 6/ 



Community Services Admj.nlstratlon ; 
Older persons opportuMtles and 

services .• •••• 

Suoner youth recreation 



Total, toomunlty Services 
' Administration 



— * «Pexcentage of O.'S. total* 

I 



' 67.3 99.2 3.ff. 3.6 0.1 41.3 54.3' 
35.4 99.9 99.6 96.9 2.7 0.2' 0.2 



8 1.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0,., 0.0 



O^jt 0.0 


^i>0.0' 


0.7 


1.0 


1.0 


o;o 


0.x d.o 


'O'.O 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0' 


0.1 


.^;r .8.8 


7.2 


■4.2 




0.0 


2.4' 














p.6 , Q.O 


0.0 


i*o 


0.0 

ft 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 010. 


0.0 


0.0 


. 0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


oio 0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 



A - 




86,?29.9 


71.4 ;40.7 


3,0.7 


10.0 


22.2 


8.6 


211.6 


7.1 


3.7 


6.9 


7.3 


1.3 


2.4 ' 


\ ' 

.| 15.132 


8 


7.0 


1 

21.1 


3.2 


1.8 


1.4' 


11.3 


■6.7 


;'78.9 


9.2, 


9.8 


il.7 


21.3 


2.1 


24.8 


1 


■ * 


53.7'' 


12.6 


0.8 


1.7 


0.0 _ 


9.4 


J.5 


,■87.4 


4.6 


3.0 


6.2 


17.0 


1.2 


55.3 


1 :■ 
1 




,9.7 


19.6 


1.5 


1.5 


0.0 


15.^' 


3.1 ' 


JO. 4 


5.1 


5.4 


5.1 


.23.2 


1.3 


40.3 ^ 


.1 ■«* 

1 




70.0 


14.4 


1.1 


,1.0 


0.1 


10.3 




.85.6 


5.1 


4.0 r6.6 


18.3, 


1^3 


50.2 


1 

.V HA 


1 
4 


24.9 
490.1 


83.7 
79.4 


12.0 
42.4 


8.1 
31.7 


'3.2 • 

10.7 


54.9 

27.5^' 


i6.7. 
9.5 


.1-6.3 
20,5, 


11.5 
5.8 


1.4 
3.3 


0.4 
4.2 


3.0 
4.9 


0.0 
0.8 


0.0 
1.6 


1 ^ 




' 514.9 


79.6 


40.9 


-30.6 


10.3 


28.8 


9.9 


: 20.4 


6a 


3.2 


4.0 

1 


4.8 


0.8 


1.5 


.1 . 


4 


" 8,171.8 


74.4 


43.4 


30.4 


13.0 


22.5 


8.5 


25.6 


6.4 


3.6 


5.8 


6.4 


1.3 


2.2. 


1 

,\ • 














' > 




■ 1 




s 










1 


2 ■ 
• 2 ■ 

^ - 


7.4 
' 4.0 


55.5 
96.4 


29.1 
36.0 


25.7 
33.2 


3.4' 
2.9 


16.6 
47.7 


' 9.8 : 
12.7 


44.5 
; 3.6 


7.3' 

i.r 


9.3 

0.6 


10.5 
'0.2 


12.9 
1.1 


2.0 
0.1 


2.6 

0.5 



11.4 69.8 31.5 28.3 3.2 27.5 10.8,. 30.2 5.1 -6.2 6.9 8.8 1.3 I.9 



' See {ootootea at end of tablet 



Continued 



Metropolitan counties 



, * , I cm I Type of I U.S. I I 

Subfanction,^departnent, ind program | program Iprograa 2/| total |Total| 

Inunber ll\ " j ; 



Greater 



NonaetropoUtan counties 



I'll Urbanized I L«8 | Totally 

I urbanized I rural 



tiilroad Retlreaent Board ; , | 

^ lailroad retirement account 7/ | 57.001 

Railroad uneaployietu Insurance ' | 
«"ount .| 57.001 

I 

Total, Railroad Retirement | — — - 
Board | _ 

P'S» Soldiers' and AlriBen'g Hoa fe! ' 
Operation and aalntenance 1.. | NA ' 

Vattraps Adalnistratlon ; } - , 

fcpendenta Indennlty compensatton 4/ | 64.110 

Veterans death pension 4/ | 64.105 

Veterans disability conpensation 4/ .| 64.109 

Veterans disability .pension 4/ ..T...| 64.104 
Veterans bilrlal jivards and other | 

ttisc benefits 4/ ..,| jjj^ 

^ Autos and special equlpnent, | : 

disabled vets 4/ | 54.100 

Specially adapted housing, disabled | 

•! 64.106 ' 

Conpensation to dependent's, vets s/(; | 

. ^"^Vi/ I 64.102 

Veterans' insurance and Indemnity 4/ | 64.103 

Tofal, Veterans Adalnistratlon | - 

■Total, Welfare and Rehabili- | * 
tatlon I « 

; , • , . I— ^ 

HEALTH PAYMENTS AND SERVICES: | 
D«>«rtMnt of Agrtculture ! | 

■ , "utrltlonjl training and Burveyt .... I NA 
Section 6 purchtses | 19,555 

, ,.Total, Dept. of Agriculture ...| 

I 

Depirttent of CoBMrf» ! ' , | 

Appilachian houilng technical aast ..| 23.006' 

' ■ i 

See footnotes at end of table". \^ 

"» • 

ERIC 



4 
4 
4 
4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

6 



I lTot.lic«r. iFr, "''^l™ Lesser Total Adja-lNon- lAdJa-lNon- |Adj.-|Noo- 
Total Core Fringe cent |adJaHcent J.dja-|cent llja- 

^ ^ ' ^ 1 L_ I I IcMt J__Jcent|lcent 



Mil. 

dol. 



- — Percentage of U.S. mml- 



11.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
819.7 73.7 3>rl7.7 II.9 24 



U.l 


31.0 


7.9 


4.6 


6.7 


0.7 


1.1 




10.7 


31.1 


8.0 

» 


4.5 


6.9 


8.7 


1.0 


1'9, 


11. of 


31.0 


7.9 


4.6 


6.7 


S.9 


1.1 


1.9 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


O.d' 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


9.3 


26.3 


6.4 


3.9 


6.3 


6.5 


1.2 


2.0 


, 9.0 


27.4 


6.8 


'4.0 


6.6' 


6.8. 


1.2 


2.1 


9.1 


25.6 


6.6 


3.8 


6.0 


6.3 


1.0 


1.9 


9.6 


29.9 


6.8 


4.6 


7.0 


7.8 


1.3 


2.4 


8.5 




D 












24.1 

3 


6.5 


3.4 


5.7 


5.8 


0.9 


1/7 


9.0 


24.8 


6.5 


3.7 


5.8 


5.9 


1.0 


1.8 


9.4 


25.4 


6.5 


4.0 


5.8 


6.2 


1.0 


1.9 


















9.3 


26.3 


6.4 


3.9 


6.3 


6.5 


l-l. 


2.0 


8.3 


23.2 


6.3 


3.3 




5.6, 


0.9 


1.7 



•1 73.5 40.0 27.6 ^2.3 24.4 9.1 26.5 6.6 3.9 (6.2 6.6 1.1 2.0 
' ' ■ ' 5^ ■ ~ 



U2.520.8 71.7 40.6 30.4 10.2 22.4 8.7 28.3 7.0 ' 3.7. 6.7 7.2 1. 3 2.4 

.5.1 ^ i-i 'si it ii - ^ t: - 



83.2 67.8 44.3 39.0 5.3 10.0 13.5 32.2 J.2 /.O I9.9 0.7 0.4 1.0 



1.8 96.6 14.2 6.2 8.0 82.5 0.0 3.4 3.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
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Appaodlx ttble l*-?erceotage dlstrlbutloo of Federal outlays for huoaQ resource developoeot la oetropoUcaQ aad aoQaetrojpoUtan countries » 

fiscal 1976— Continued 



Subfttoctloai departieot, and prdgrts 




Dipartiant of Healtht Education^ and 
Welfare ; 

Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental 
Health Adaln: 

Mental health-*hospltal liprovenent • 

^ Mental health during grants 

Mental healthymldren's services *. 
Mental health-^com* nental health 

-centers 

Narcotic sddiction rebsblUtstlon 

act contrscts 

Drug abuse con* serv* prograas 

Drug abuse deion* prograis ^^t* 

Alcohol cottBuhity service prograaa • • 

Alcohot training prograas 

Drug abuse education prograis 

Drug abuae training prograas 

Mental health rbs* oanpover fellov^ 

ship progru 

Oper* of coflBunity aentsl health 

centers • 

Salariea and expenses, ADMHA 

Center for Diseaae Control: ^ 

Preventive health services • 

Investigation, surveillance and tech 

aiSt ..i ^ 

Childhood lead-baaed paint poison 

control • 

Dlaaase contrpl^roject grants 

Health Resources Adainistratlon: 
Health services research and dev. 

grants 

Cottp'. hsalth, planning-^areavlde 

grants 

Health unpover ed. initiatives 

avards * **. 

Health services ^es and dev.-^ 

fsllovihips and training .*•• 

Health facilities c^truction , 

grants 

Schools of public health— grants .... 
Allied health pr()(eSs*^speclsl 

project granta 

Faiily aedicliri— training granta .... 
Craduate pi^lc health training 

Sea footJi^tes at end of table 



Metropolitan counties 



1 



Nonmetrofolitan countifee 



Greater 



J 



. I Urbanized I ^" \ ^''t^lly 
I I I urbanized I rural 

Total) I r |Mediun|leBaer|Total|AdJa-|Kon- |AdJa-|Non- |Adja-.|Non- 

iTotall Core |Pringe| I | jcent |adja-|cent |adja-|ccnt \|adja- 

II I I III I cent I Icent I kent 



Mil. 
dol. 



►■ ^ercentajge of U.S. total- 



1 13.237 2 


4.6 


61.6 


29.4 


18.0 


11.4 


25.7 


6.5 


38.4 


6.1 


10.9 


9.6 


11.7 


0.0 


0.0 


1 13.244 , 2 


63.0 


91.5 


57.7 


52.8 


5.0 


23.6 


10.1 


8.5 


3.8 


3.3 




0.5 


0.0 


0.4 


1 13.259 ; 2 


.;, 22.7 


.76.4 


32.2 


28.7 


3.6 


33.9 


10.3 


23.6 


6.7- 


8.0 


1^ 


5.8 


6.0 


1.6 


1 13.240 ;. 2 


128.9 


72.8 


35.2 


28.8 


6.4 


24.6 


13.0 


27.2 


8.1 


8.3 


3.0 


7.0 


0.3 


0.4 


113.239 4 


0.7 


100.0 100.0 


28.4 


71.6 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


13.235 » 2 


121.9 


96.4 


38.8 


33.6 


5.2 


50.7 


6.8 


3.6 


2.7 


0.6 


0.2 


0.1 


0.0 


0.0 


1 13.254 ' 2 


9.6 


97.3 


73.3 


67.9 


5.4 


21.3 


2.7 


2.7 


0.1 


1.4 


1.3 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


1 13.251 , 2 


58.0 


74.7 1 


43.5 


34.9 


8.6 


20.6 


10.6 


25.3 


3.8 


6.8 


'3.1 


7.5 


0.5 


3.7 


1 13.274 2 


7.3 


85.1 ' 


U8.6 


46.6 


2.0 


23.2 


13.2 


14.99 


5.0 


1»5 


0.0 


7.2 


0.0 


1.1 


1 13.275 2 


3.5 


82.6 


69.5 


46.3 


23.3 


9.3 


3.8 


17.4 


8.0 


6.6 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


2.7 


1 13.280 _ 2 


5.6 


95.9 


74.8 


71.1 


3.7 


22.1 


0.0 


3.1 


3.1 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


I 13.282 2 


15.3 


95.1 


66.8 


62.8 


4.0 


15.3 


13.0 


4.9 


4.2 


0.5 


0.0 


0.2 


0.0 


0.% 


1 13.295 2 


7.4 


90.9 


70.8 


67.5 


3.2 


18.8 


1.3 


9.1 


0.0 


4.5 


0.0 


'4.5 


0.0. 


0.0 


1 NA 8 ' 


15.2 


100.0 100.0 


23.4 


76.6 


0.0 


(J-.O. 


0.0 


0.0 


' 0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


1 U A 0 

1 NA 0 


' 1.6 100.0 100.0 100.0 


u.u 


'V. U 




u.u 


n.n 
u.u 


fl.n 


u.u 


n.n 

u.u 


0.0 


0.0 




89.4 


93.6 


87.0 


23.8 


63.1 

f 


5io. 


1.6 

\ 


6.4 


2.1 


4.2 


0.1 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


1 13.266^ 2 


3.5 


99.1 


68.1 


65^ 


3.1 


30.3 


0.6 


0.9 


0.9 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


a.0 


1 13.268 2 


46.9 


88.7 


35.8 


31.6 


4.2 


41.8 

« 


ii.i 

• \ 


ll|.3 


8.8 


1.1 


0.5 


0.9 


o."o 


Ro 


Ivl3.226 ' 2 


24.4 


95.9 


54.0 


50.0 


4.0. 


11.9 


29.9 \ 


4.1 


0'.5 


2.3 


0.1' 


0.6 


O.SvD.l 


1 13.206 2 


12.2 


85.4 


41.1 


37.9 


•3.2, 


34.6 


9.7 




3.5 


5.2 


1.9 


2.6 


0.1 


1.2 


1 13.380 2 


16.2 


92.4 


66.4 


54.4 


12.1 


21.4 


4.6 


7.6 


^.5 


1.2 


1.6 


1/4 


0.3 


0.6 


13.225, 2 


5 0.4 


91.0 


60.8 


60.8 


.0.0 


6.3 


30.0 


•3.0 

\ 


3.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


13.220 1 


171.4 


67.6 


35.5 


'33.2 


2.3 


24.8 


7.3 


\ 

32.4 


8.2 


2.0 


5.6 


9? 


1.8 


5.4 


13.370 1_ 


5.7 100. 0 


63.7 


63.7 


0.0 


14.1 


22.2 


q.o 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


13.305 2 


24.7 


89.2 


48.1) 


-40.7 


8.0 


30.6 


10.0 


io;8 


5.1 


2.8 


1.5 


1.4 


0.0 


0.0 


13.379 2 


14.8 


93.9 


37.5 


32.8 


4.7 


37.9 


18.5 


6.1 


1.9 


4.3 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


13.338 2 ' 


4.9 


9^.4 


58.9 


58.9 


0.0 


20.0 


15.4 


5.6 


2.3 


1.2 


1.3 


O.B 


,0.0 


0.0 
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Appendix tibU;i-.Perc«ntagh4l| 



Itrlbutlon of Federal outlays for hmn resource develop«nt la Mttopollta)^and notmetropolltan Wles. 
flacal 1975-Contlnued 



:i 



Subfuoetlon, dtpiitatnt, ind prbgran 



I ^ 
I cm I Type of 
I prograi Ifrograi 2/ 
Inuaber 



Department of Health. EducatlQn^ and | 
tfelfare* *Contlnued: - ) 

Health Reaoutcea Adalo— Continued: | 
Health profeaalona— financial | 

dlatreaa grants j i3,3gi 

Health. professions scholarships | 13,341 

Health professions special projects .| 13.383 
Health professions start-up asst ...'.1 13.384 
Heslth professions student loans ....| 13.342 
y Heslth services deve.*-proJect | 

Saints I 13.224 

Nurse trslnlng liproveacot— special | ' 

P^oJ«<it I 13.359 

Ruralng atudent loans | 13.364 

Training In expanded auxiliary ngnt .| 13.319 

Salaries and eipeuses, HBA j na 

Health atatlstlcs training and tech .j 

«»t I 13.227 

Health- Servicea Adiiolstratlon! | 

Crippled children's services 13.211 

Paaily planning projects' | 13,217 

Health iainteaaace organization serv | 13.256 

Salaries and expensea, HSA j ha 

Indian health facilities | na 

Indian health services j 13.228 

Indian health \ j ^ 

Higrant health grants ....^ j 13,246 

Faaily planning services— training j 

V^^^ , I 13.260 

National Institutes of Health; j 
Environaeptal Health Science Centers ) 13.872 
Hedical library assistance j 13,879 

Minority access to research careers .j 13.880 
Minority bloaedical support j 13.375 

Soclsl and Rehabilitation Service: | 
Medicat^saistsnce (Medicaid) 4/ ..m| 13.714 

Social Security AdBlnlstrstion: " j . . 

Medlcarc-hijjpltal Insurance 4/ | 13.800 

Incentive relDburseaent experinent j 

' * hospital insurance j 13»B11 

Incentive relabursenent experiment | 
supplementary ledical insurance *Ui\ 13.8li 

/ Medicare; supplementary medical | 
Insurance 4/ j 13,301 



L 



Httropolltan counties 



U.S. j 
total I Total I 



Greater 



I I I 



Nonnetropolitan counties 



J I I 



Urbanized 



Leas 
urbanlied 



Totally 
rural 



Mil. 
dol. 



. Medlui|Le8ser|Total|AdJa-|NoD- |AdJa-|Non- |AdJa-|Non- 
lotal Core Fringe | ,| |cent |«lja.|cent |adj,.|cent ladj.- 

I I I cent |- leant I lg.nf 



-Percentage of U.S. total- 



4.8 97.3 39.7 27.8 

3.4 91.5. 58.5 57.9 

J4.0 91.3 54.9 51.6 

45.7 81.3 39.8 32.1 

23.9 90.4 60.7 59.8 



57.6 
23.8 
26.0 
30.8 

y.4 

191.8 81.7 49.8 46.5 3.3 2M 



11.9 
0.6 
3.3. 

•7.8 
0.9 



13.2 89.3 43.6 41.0 2.6 32.4 

20.^ 81.2 41.'5 34.1 7.4 28*8 

4.8 90.0 ,50.8 42.1 8.7 30.4 

228.4 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 '0.^0 

1.2 lOD.O 95.4 50.7 44.7 4.6 



71.y 87.0 27.4 24.2 
96.4 89.0 39.7 33.2 



13.7 93.6 48.2 

69.4 95.2 92.6 

30.0 12.7 2.4 

4.8 100.0 82.6 

54.2 52.2 0.0 

20.2 68.1 8.9 



40.0 
92.5 
2.4 
6.5 
0.0 
8.1 



3.2 
6.5 
8.2 
0.1 
0.0 
76.2 
0.0 
0.8 



See footnotes at end of table. 
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ERIC 



43 



46.4, 
40.0' 
35.3 
1.1 
5.6 
17.4 
1.2 
33.5 



3.9 97.8 94.6 55.3 39.3 3.3 



5.3 86.1 74.8 74.8 0.0 11.3 

6.4 97.9 75.1 74.0 1.1 15.8 
0.2 59.8 52.6 17.6 35.0 5.3 
8.3 78.0 33.3 22.2 11.1 31.6 



7,5464 73.5 47.9 40.7 7.2 18.5 

12,013.7 71.6 43.1 33.8 9.2 20.7 

0.9 100.0 68.2 37.2 31.0 31.8 

2.3 99.8'. 93.4 82.2 11.2 6i3 

4,598.3 72.4 43.6 34.6 9.0 20.9 



0.0 


2.7 


0.0 


0.0 


2.7 


0.0. 


0.0 


' O'.O . 


9.2 


8.5 


2.6 


- 3.1 


1.0 


1.6 


0.3 


0.0 ■ 


10.5 


8.7 


3.4 


3.2 


'0.1, 


1.5 


0.1 


0.3 


ld.7 


18.7 


7.8 


4.6 


2.4 


2.9 


0.1 


1.0 


8.3 


9.6 


3.9 


3.3 


0.8 


1.6 


0.0 


o.r 


Q.J 


f 

loo 


1 k 


Z.9 


4.0 


4.2 


2.5 


,2.6 -. 




in 7 


4.U 


2.0 


0.0 


2.4 


oro 


1.7. 


10.8 


18.8 


. 7.4 


5.6 


* 2.4 


3.2 


0.0 


0.2 


8.8 


10.0 


10.0 


0.0 


d.o 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 '. 


.0.0| 


0.0 


.0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 ' 


0 n 




. ft ft 

' 0.0 


t\ fx 

0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 




n n 


0 7 
1*1 


1.5 


0.5 


1.3 


0.0 


0.0 


9.3 


11.0 


6.2 


2.0 


0.8 


1.5 


0.0 


0.5 


in 1 




1 L 

1.0 


1.2 


1.8 


0.9 


0.0 


0.9 


1.4 


. ' 4.8 


1.0 


1.2 


0.4 


1'3 


0.4 


0.6 ■ 




0/ . J 




1 r 
1.5 


15.2 


9.8 


0.5 


45.8 


0.^0 


'0.0 


0.0 


p.o 


0.0 


O.O 


0.0 


0.0 ' 






l.U 


3.6 


hi 


13.5 


0.4 


27.0 


25.6; 


31.9 


15.4 


6.6 


4.6 


4.2 


1.1 


0.0 ' 


0.0' 


2.2 


2.2 


0.0 


o.o' 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


o;o 


13.9 


13.9 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


7.0 


2.1 


1.9 


0.2 


0.0 


0.1 


0.0 


0.0 ' 


1.8,' 


40.2 


0.5 


0.0 


39.3 


0.5 


0.0 


0.0 


13.1 


22.0 


8.9 


0.0 


8.0' 


4.1 


0.0 


1.0 


7.1 


f6.5/ 




3.4 


6.4 


7-3 , 


1.4 


2.5,. 


7.9 




6.8^ 


3.2 


7.3 


7.3 . 


1.3 


'2.5 


0.0 


|o!o 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 ' 


0.0' 


0.0 


0.0 


0.1 


0.2 


0.2 


0.0 


0.0 


.0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


8.0 


•27.6 


6.8 


3.2 


.7.0 


7.0 


1.2 


2.4 
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Appendix table 1— Percentage dlecrlburlon of Federal outlays for huoan resource development in metropolitan and nonnerropolltaa counties, 
• * fiscal 1976--Contlnued ' j 



Subfudcrlon, department, and program' 



Metropolitan counties 



Nonaet ropo) Itan count Ics 



Greater 



, . . . ., im i 1' Totally 
■I ^'^''^''^ I urbanized I rural 



CFDA I Type of | U.S. I , I . , 

program I program 2/1 total |Total| | | ' |MedluiB|Le8ser|Totar|Adja-|Non- |AdJa-|Non- |Adja-|Non-. 

number 1/1 " | I' |Total |' Core | Fringe | I I |cent ladJaHcent |adja-|cent |adja- 

" I I III I I III Icent I Icent I Icent- 



DepartmcnKof Health, Education, and 
Welfare' -dQatinued: 
Othet igwlea: 

Dev. diJUbilitles— demo, fac, and 

/trilnin] 

/dt^. dieayiitles— special projects . 
/ School health nutrition services- 
children dflow income 

* ■ Assistant secretary for health 

Salaries and expfen^es, FDA 

Totil, Dept. of Health, Educa- 
tion » and Welfare 

Department of Housing and Urban Devel- 
"opment : 

Hortgage insurance for nursing homes 
Hortgage insutance for hospitals .... 

^ Total i Dept. of Housing and 
Orban Development 

Depaftmftnt of the Interior ; 

Coal mine health and safety grants .. 
^ae health and safety education and 

-training r 

Mine health and safety counseling 

and tech. asst • 

Salaries and exjlenses, Mining En* 

forcement and Safety Administration 

Total, Dept. of the Interior • 

Ciyll Service Comisslon ; . 

Employees health benefit^ fund ...v*. 

Comnunity Services Administration : 
Community foo(^ and nutrition 

Vet«r«n» Adnlnlitratlon ; 

Veterina dodlclUary piogian 

Vetertni hospitalization 

Construction of hospitals and 
facilities 



14.129 
14.128 



NA 



49.005 



64.008 
NA 

NA 



'Mil. 

;' doi. 



-Percentant.of U.S. total— 





2 


• 4.1 80.1 54.4 47.0 


7.4 


,14.3 


11.4 


19.9 


18.5 


0.7 0.0 


0.7 


0.0 


0.0 


um 


2 


11 .8 79.3 35.9 '28.8 


7.2 


26.3 


17.1 


20.7 


5.0 


Y3 3.2 


6.5 


'1.4' 


0.4 


13.523 


' .2 


0.9 37.9 37.9 37.9 


0.0 


■ 0.0 


'o.o 


62.1 


0.0 


0.0) ,32.4 


29.6 


0.0 


0.0 


NA 


8 


>2.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 


0.0 


' 0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


NA 


8 ) 


173.8 100.0 92.7 90.0 


2.7 


- 0.0 


7.3 


0.0 


.0.0 


0.0 o.q 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 



- ^ 26,193.2 .73.4 45.6 37.1 8.5 20.1 7.7 26.6 6.2 3.2 6.5 6.9 1.2 2.5 



10 102.1 81.6 41.1 J6.0 15.2 36.^2 4.2 18.4 5.0 1.3 2.2,10.0 0.0 CO 

10. 168.8 92.9 69.2 60.6 8.5 4.9 18.8 7.1 5.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 O.O' 



270.8 88.6 58.6 47.5 11.1 16.7 13.3 11.4 5.6 '0*5 0.8 3.8 0.8 ; 0.0 



15.350 ^ 




1.0 


89.7 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


68.5 


21.2 


10.3 


0.0 


0.0 0.0 


10.3 


0.0 


0.0 


15.352 


. 4,7,8 


'4.9 


64.3 


46.7 


23.8 


22.9 


10.6 


7.0 


35" 7 


6.6 


7.1 19.7 


2.3 


o.a 


0.0 


15.351 


4,7,8 


4.6 


88.9 


88.6 


23.6 


65.0 


0.3 


0.0 . 


11.1 


0.0 


0.0 11. 1 


■ 0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


NA 


4,8 


' 53.5 


50.1 


32.i 


13.0 


19.4 


.15.0 


2.8,. 


49.9 


6.6 


6.2 10.9 


2A.2 

\ 


1.3 


0.7 






63.9 

4 


54.6 


37.0 


14.4 


22.6 


14,^ 


H 


45.4 


6.0 


5.7 11.4 


20.6 


1.1 


0.6 



2.081.2 100.0 99.1 87.7 11.3 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0' 0.0 0.0 

- . ^ 



0.0 \ 0.0 



0 



,4 100. OV 0.0 0. 



0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0*0. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 *0.0 . O.G 



58.4 44.8 19.6 19.1 0.4 16.1 9.1 55.2 15.3 20.6 4.6 14.7 0.0 . 0.0 
3,767.2 85.7 50.7 45.1 5.5 24.2 10.7 14.3 7.0 1.7 2.5 3.1 0.0* 0.0 

185.6 92./ -74.4 73.2 1.1 11.0 7.3 7.3 3.7 M ' 0.4 2.2 0.0 0.0 



See footnotes at end of table. 
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.Appendix ubl. l^PercMtag. dl.trlbutloo of Federal outlay, for hu«n reaowce developteat In netropolltan and nom>etropoUtaa counties 

flacal 1976--CoQtlQaed' ^ / • ' * 



SttbfunctloD, departo^t, and prograa 



1 r~ r~i — 

!■ ! J 

I CFDA I Type of | U.S. | | 
' progran Iprogtaa 2/| total |Total| 



Metropolitan counties 



1 



Greater 



I I 



Nonpetropolltan countiea 



Urbanized 



Lesa 



Totally 



I urbanized | rural 



I number 1 1 



I 



Vttarapa Adalnlatration -^ont inued : | 
Grinti for construction—State | ' 
, extended*care facilities NA 
Ked* adnin* and aisc* operating 
expenses \, 



NA 



Total, Veterans Adaini Juration | — 



Total, Health Payments | 
and^^ices., | 

r I 

EDUCATION: | 
Pepartaent of Health, Education, and | 
Welfare ; . j . 
Office of Education: | 
School assistance in federally | 
affected areas j 13,478 

i Indian echjcation—grants to' Ifl^l | 
education agencies | 13.534 
aiergency school ald-bllingual | 

pwjwt \ ...| 13.528 

Eoer^ency school aid^-grants to j 

local educational agencies | 13.525 

Bnergency School Aid Act-pilot | 

progran , | 13,526 

Childhood dcvelopaent-Head Start ...| 13.600 

Drug Abuse- education ....| 13,420 

^ Educ. per80nn|Ujl*,,-urban/rurar | 

achool progrsPps..^;..,. | 13.505 

Educationally deprivAphlldren- | 
grants to local educational | 

«gcncl" I 13. «8 

Basic educational opportunities | 

.| 13.539 

Ettergency school aid— specia] | 

progran and project | 13,529 

Baergency Sc^foo] Aid Act^special | ^^ 

progran ,| 13,532- 

Follow throughf | [3,433 

Indian educarlpn special program ....| 13.535 
Right to read^-ellnilnation of | 

i"iteraiy | 13.533 

•Special prograos for children with | 
specific learning disabilities | 13.520 



1 



I 

1 

2 

2 

2 
2 
2 



See footnotes at end of table. 



EKLC 



Mil. 

dol. ' . 



. Medluii|L«saer|Total|AdJfl-|Non- |Adja-|Non- |Ad1a-|Non- 

iTotalj Core l^rlngej | j jcent |adja-|cent |adja-|cent ladja- 



I I I I cent I Iffent 



-Percentage of U.S. total 



cent 



11.6 30.9 2.5 2.5 0.0 10.8 17.6 69.1 26.9 21.8 15.2 S.2 0.0 0.0 

36.7 93.2 81.8 80.8 1.0 8.0 3.4 6.8" 270 0.6 3.3 0.9 0.0 0.0 



- 






4,059.5 


85.3 


51.5 46.2 


5.3 


23.3 


10.5 


t 

14.7 


7.0 


2.0 


2.5 


3.2 


0.0 


0.0 






32,752.3 


76.6 


49.8' 41.5 


8.3 


19.2^ 


7.6 


23.4 


5.9 


2.9 


5.6 


6.0 


1.0. 


2.0 



486.4 70'.8 26.3 13.4 12.9 26.5 18.0 29.2 7.6 7.2. 4;2 5.5' 0.8 3.9," 
31.8 42.6 18.1 14.0 4.1 16.6 7.9 57.4 9.6 8.1 10.6 14.1 2.2 12.9 



5.1 95.9 85. r 85.1 O.Q 10.9 0.0 

.144.4 80.2 .41.3 iU 6.9 /oib 8.3 

36.4 76.8 40.3 38.1^ 2./ 30.9 5.6 

397.5 63.6 30.8 26.0 4.7 22.3 10.5 

].4 100.0 79.5 56.3 23.2 5.4 . 15.0 

/4.O 72.1 



4.1 0.0 4.i 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

19.8 2.6.^ 4.1 4.6 5.6 0.5 2.4 

23.2 1.0 2.0, 8.5 6.4 2.8 2.5 

36.4 7.8 6.9 7.9 9.9 0.8 3-3 

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ' 0.0 0.0 • 0.0 



39.9 


3.5 


27.9 


2.2 


0.0 


0.0 


14.4 




9.2 


19.4 


8'.] 


34.2 


6.5 


4.1 


8.5 


9.4 


* 

f.9 


'3.8 


24.6 


11.4 


25.7 


8.7 


5.4 


4.4 


6.2 


0.3 


0.6 


29.2 
1 

41.9 
22.1 

■q.o 


8.5 


10.6 


2.0 


2.4 


2.4 


3.1 


0.4 


0.3 


2.4 
11.8 
0.0. 


1.0 
25.0 
'100.0 


1.0 
5,2 
0.0 


0.0 ■ 

4.2 

0.0 


0.0 0.0 
5.7 4.6 
0.0 100.0 


0.0 
1.0 
0.0 


0.0 
4.3 
0.0 


46.1 




0.0 


0.0 


^0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


,0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


• 0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0. 


0.0 


0.0 
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Appendix -table Werc^ntage dlstrlbutloa^f Federal outlays for huoiaa resource developmeot la metropoUtaa and nomnecropoUtan counties, 
\ ^ fiscal 1976— Continued ' 



Subfunctloni department, and progran 



I CFDA I Type '.of 
I progran IprograVl/ 
Inunber 1/| 

'I 1/ ' • ■ 



L 

I , I 



Metropolitan counties L 



NonaetropoUtan counties 



Greater 



I I 
I I I. 



Urbanized 



Less ' I Totally 
urbanized I rural 



O.S. I I 

total I Total I | | |Medlui|Les8er|Toi!al|AdJa-|Non- |Adja-|Non- |AdJa-|Non-' 
I |Total| Core |Frlnge| | | |cent iadja-jc'eat |ad1a-|cent jadja- 
I . I I ' I I I 11 Icent I _ IceSt | |cent 



.1 
I 



13.516^ 



B mrtaent of Health, Education, and 
Welfare— Continued; ' s>. 

Office of Education— Continued 
Suppleaentary U> Centers—spec • 
projects 

Talent Search |' 13.488 

Vud Bound i' 13.492 

Vocational education—Innovation ....I 13.502 

Bilingual education | 13.403 

Bilingual vocational training | 13.558 

Career edutfafloo | 13.554 

Education broadcasting facilities ...j 13.413 
Education' Innovation and support ....| 13.571 

Education opportunity centers | 13.543 

BMrgency School Aid Act-Ed. TV ....j 13.530 

Eovlromental education | 13.522 

Foreign language and area studies | 

centers ••• • | 13i435 

Foreign language and area studies-' | 

fellowships I 13.434 

Fulbrlght-Hays training grants j 13.438 

Fund for Inprovenent of post* | 

secondary education | 13.538 

Bandlcapped Innov. prograi centers ..j 13.445 
Handicapped regional resource | 

centers | 13.450 

Handicapped teacher education ....... | 13.451 

Higher ed-acadenlc facilities, | 

' const ructlon-lntef est ,\ 13.457 

Higher ed-streogthenlng deve^lop. | 

' Inst ..,...y....\ 13.454 

Higher ed-cooperatlve educatlofl.^.'..| 13.510 

^Library training grants | 13.468 

Beg. prograos for deaf and other t I 

handicapped | 13.560 

Special services for disadvantaged j 

' student I 13.482 

Strengthening State dept. of | 

education— special projects I 13.485 

Suppleaentary educ. opportunity 

grants < 

Tachei corps, operation and > 

training ' 

Ibcatlonal education— currlculua | 
devil I 13.496 



.| 13.418 
I 

.| 13.489 



Mil. 
dol. 



-Percentage of U.S. total- 



8.9 
0.9 
18.3 

,9.7 
36.0 
0.5 
4.3 
13.0 
83.a 
2.7" 



91.0 
78.2 
70.8 
78.5 
79.2 
40.4 
75.9 
83.5 
90.8 
81.8 



6.8 100.0 
2.5 ,86.0 



19.7 

41.3 

33.2 

23.7 

45.7 

27.0 

34.7 

28.4 

20.3 

59.6 

68.0 , 

50.3 



19.7 
36.2 
.26.4 
23.4 
40.8 
27.0 
19.5 
24.5 
20.3 
52.4 
68.0 
39.1 



' 0.0 
5.2 
6.9 
0.4 
5.0 
0.0 

15.2 
3.9 
0.0 
7.2 
0.0' 

11.2 



55.2 
22i3 
23.9 
37.2 
22.7 
13.5 
24.3 
41.9 
55.1 
22.2 
28.3 
?7.6 



'16.1 
14.5 
13.6 
17.5 
10:8 
0.0 
16.9 
13.2 
15.5 
0.0 
3.7 
>8.1 



9.0 
21.8 
29.2 
21.5 
20.8 
59.6 
24.1 
16.5 

9.2 
18.2 

0.0 
14.0 



7.1 
4.4 
9.2 
11.8 
.4.4 
0.0 
0.0 
2.7 
7.3 
12.5 
0.0 
4.4 



1.1 
7.5 
6.0 
6.0 
1.4 

46.9 
9.3 

11.5 
1.1 
0.0 
0.0 
4.7 



.0.3 
3.1 
4.8 
1.2 
5.2 
0.0 
7.4 
0.0 
0.3 
5.8 
0.0 
0.^ 



0.5 
4.2 
7.4 
2.4 
5.7 

12.6 
5.9 
1.7 
0.5 
0.0 

. 0.0 
3.8 



0.0 
0.0 
0.3 
0.0 
1.1 
0.0 
1.6 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.4 



0. 0 
2.6 

1. « 
0.1 
3.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.7 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



1.4 50.9 17.6 17.6 0.0 25.7 7.5 49.1 29.8 13.1 1.8 4.^ /O.O 0.0 



0.5 81.0 81.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

2.5 83.3 ^58.9 54.0 4.9 19.2 

8.0 77.6 45.1 37.5 7.6 24.9 

. 16. a 84^ 43.7 .43.7 0.0 28.9 

, 6.5 100.0 20.1 0.0 79.6 0.3 

41.2 79.0 36.9 31.0 5.8 26.5 



19.0 8.8' 10.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 NM ^ 0.0 
5.3 16.7 13.1 0.7 1.2 1.7 O^fiWo.O 



7.6 22.4 10.2 5.3 ' 2.6 3.4 0.0 0.8 

11.3 16.0 16.0 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 ' 0.0 

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

15.6 21.0 9.9 5.7 1.6 2.5 0.1 0.3 



18.5 77.8 4U 33.3 10.3 22.8 11,/ . 22.2 9.0 4.2 3.3 5.6 0.0 0.0 



102.1 67.1 25.i 19.8 5.3 21.1 . 20.9 

10.5 70.0 41. n 32.9 8.8 19.4 8.8 

0.6 81.9 37.9 1 33.2 4.6 21.6 22.4 

1.1 100.0 100.0 loo.o 0.0 0.0. 0.0 

3.1 71.2 34.4. 89.9 4.5 24.^ 12.2 

1.0 88.6 40.6 4V.6 0.0 33.2 14.7 

238.0 75.5 39.7 32(8 6.9 23.4 12.ji 

26.3 ' 66.4 28.7 24.7 4.0 31.2 6.6 



0.5 ,61.3 29.5 29.5 0.(^ 21.5 10.3 38.7 31.5 



.32.9 10.8 4.9 7<0 8.2 1.0 1.0 

30.0 7.0 6.7 ■ 6'.0 9.4 0.7 0.3 

18.1 .3.5 13.2 0.0 1.5 O.A 0.0 

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

28.8 2.0 3.8 4.9 7.3 0.1 0.9 

11.4 4.0' 0.0 7.4 0.0 0.0 ^0.0 

24.5 8.2 6.0 3.9 5.5 0.1 0.6 

33.6 2.0 13.4 5.6 6.9 1.0 4.6 
f O.i 7.2 0.0' 0.0 




See footnotes at end of table. 
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Appendix table 1-Pcrcenhg^ distribution of Federal putlaya for huaan resource developinent in oietropoUtan and noUtropolitan'countles. 

fiscal 1976^Continued -l 



Subf unction, department, and program 



K I 
I I 

I ■ cm I Type of 
I program [program 2/ 
Inunber ^/| 



I 

D^partttent of Bealth. Education^ and | 
Welfare- H:ontinued! * j 
Office- of Educatlon-^Contlnued: | 
Vocational education—personnel ^ | 

dev. awgjds... | 13.503 

Vocational education— personnel | 

dev. for staters'... .....| 13.504 

Asst. to refugees— Cambodia and | | 

Vietnam 13.S9I5' 

Handicapped media service | 13.446 

Higher education— work study | 13I463 

National direct student loans ..j 13.471 

NDEA loans to institutions j 13.469 " 

National center for edycatlonal | ■ ■'■ 

statistics I 13.947' 

Planning and evaluation j 13.497 

' Elementary and secondary education | NA 

\Energency school aid *.| NA 

Indian education j HA 

Asst. secretary for education, S&E | NA 

Office of Education, S&E | NA 

Higher Education Act insured loans'.. | 13.460 
Appalachian vocational education | 
facilities and operation ....... ....| 23.012 

Other agencies: \x 
Child development— tech. ass't j 13.601 

' ' I. 

TotaJ, Dept. of Health, . |— 

Education, and Welfare .j 

I — 

Department of the Interior ; | ' 

Indian adult education 15.100 

Indian education— dorm, operation ...j 15.109 
Indian education— Federal schools ...j 15.110 

Indian education— contracts j 15.105 

Indian education— colleges and unlv .j 15.114 

; , I — ^ 

Total, Dept. of the Interlbr,..| - 

Action ; . \ | 

University year for Action \.| 72.004 

National Foundation of Arts and I^^V » 

Hunanitlefl : TV >v 

Architecture and environmental arts .| is.OOr 
Educ. planning, programming and dev .| 45.110 

See footnotes at end of table. ' 
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ERLC 



L 



Metropolitan counties 



Nonaetropolltan counties 



Urbanize/ ' [^^^ . 
, [ urbanized 



Totally 
rural 



I i '. I I , I ________ 

total I Total I I, I / |Hedluii|Lesser|TotaliAdJa-lNon- lAdJa-jNon- iAdJa-|Non- 
' IIot<ii|.Core»;|;FrliUe| | I [cent |adja-|cent |adja-|cent |adja- 
1 I ' • t '• -LLAJ I I I Icent I 'Icent I Icent^ 



Mil. 
del. 



-Percentaae of U.S. total- 



10 



1.5 

5.7 

20.1 
14.4 
S17.5 
315.3 
1.0 



^6.3 31.3 

83.1 27.5 

87.6 39.4 
89.6 ,39.7 
72.1: -36.0 



79.5' 



41.7 
57.2 



14.1 

27.5 

28.9 
37.9 
29.8 
35.9 
55.2 



17.2 20.2 



0.0 37.3 




15.4 lOC.O 100.0 100.0. 



•1.6 
7.6 
87.7 
251.5 

11.9 

7'.6 



98.3 
99.9 
99.8. 
86.5 



96.3 
99.8 
98.2 
45.5 



95.3 
94.8 
97.5 
39.5 

30.4 



10.5 
1.8 
6.2 
5.8 
2.0 

12.3 
11.0 
1.0 
0.0 
U 
5.0 
0.7 
6.0 



34.5 
28.8 
24.0 
26.1 
18.5 

2.0 
. 3.9 
0.2 
0.0 
1.6 
0.1 
1.4 
34.2 

54.7 



14.7 

18.3 

13.7 
21.1 
12.1 
11.7 
'11.2 

0.2 
0.0 
0.2 
0.0 
0.4 
0.1 
'0.1 . 
6.9 



33.7 

16.9 

12.4 
10.4 
27.9 
20.5 
13.2 

0.3 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
1.7 
0.1 
0.2 
13.5 



22.1 

12.3 

5.0 
10.4 
9.0 
8.0 
3.0 

0.1 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.2 
0.0. 
0.1 
3.6 



9.8 

1.9 

2.2 
0.0 
6.8 
5.1 
2.4 

0.1 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.2' 

0.0 

0.0 

2.6 



0.0 1.8 

i.5\:i.J 



1.9 
0.0 
4.3 
2.8 

6.2 

0.0, 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.5 

0.0 

0.0 

2.6 



2.6 
0.0 
5.9 
4.1 
1.6 

0.0 
,0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.3 
0.0 
0.0 
3.5 



99.2 30.4 30.4 0.0 

81.3 44.7 38.9 5.8 15.9 20.7 



0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 
18.7 



5.5 3.9 



.3.4. 4.7 



0.0; 

0.0 

0.2 
0.0 
0.2 
0.1. 
0.0 

0.0 
■0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0, 
0.0 
0.0 
0.3 

0.0 

0.8 



0.0' 
0.0- 

0.6 
0.0 
0.5 
0.4 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.5 
0.0 
0.0 
0.8 

0.0. 

0.4 



5,617.8 72.7 38.0 31.7 6.4 23.9 10.8 27.3 7.1 



5.0 5.4 '6.8 0.9 2.2 



' 4 
2,8 



40.9 
28.5 
78.4 
48.7 



22.4 
12.7 
18.2 
12.8 



7.6 
1.8 
3.6 
1.7 



^.1 
1.8 

'h3 
1.7 



u 

0.0 
0.3 
0.0 



13.4 
8.3 

11.7 
9.2 



1.4 
2.6 
2.8. 
'1.9 



77.6 
87.3 
81.8 
87.2 



II. 6 4.0 
10.4 10.5 
7.7 5.5 
10.3 5.1 



10.7 
•23.1 
25.9 
18.0 



22.3 
23.7 
18.9 
20.2 



i;6 

1.2 
2.1 
4.9 



27.4 
18.5 
21.6 
28.6 



211.8 17.4> 3.9 3.4 0.5 10.9 2.6 82.6 



9.8 6.2 19.7 20.8 2.5 23.7 
— 1 — 



5.5 73;9 27.4 24.8 2.6 27.6 18.9 26.1 2*8 10.9 



6.8 5.6 0.0 0.0 



3.3 
6.« 



66.7 
68^5 



63.8 
66.7* 



2.9 
1.8 



17.6 
14.1 



4.6 
j.'8 



11.2 
11.6 



1.8 
2.2 



3.7 
8.0 

J 



2.4 
0.4 



2.2 
0.7 



0.1 
0.0 



1.0 
0.2 
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Appendix, table l"*Percentage distribution of. Federal outlays for human resource development in aetropQlltan and nomaetropolitan counties, 

' * fiscal 1976-Continued . . * *' 



Subfunct ion, department, and program 



Metropolitan counties 



* Nonmetropplitan counties 



CFDA I Type of 
program | program^/] 
number 1/| 



U.S. I 

total iTotall 



Greater 



I I iMedium 
I ,,|TotaJ| Core | Fringe! ' | 

III' I I I 



II II . , I Less ^ I Totally 
J I ; I I "^^^"^^^^ I urbanized I rural 
|Le8ser|ToUl|AdJa-|Non- |Adja-|Non- jAd^arlNon- 
I cent' 1 ad ja-i cent ,| ad J a- [cent' jadja' 
. I '^Icent I I cent I jcent. 



National Foundation' of Arts and 
Huianitles-^ontlnued: 



Ed^c• progratts *. 

Educ* projects 

Fellovships-'Centers for advanced 

study 

Pellowshlps— Indep. study and 

research 

F^Uovshlps for the professions •'. 
Fellovships in residence— college 

' teachers .i. 

Literature programs 

Media grants « «•••. 

Music programs 

Public media programs .• 

PuiiUc program development 

Research grants 

Sp«kal projects 

.Suaner seminar for college teachers 

Summer stipends 

Theater programs •. 

Visual arts programs 

Youth :gr4nts li) the humanities 



45.003 
45.111 

45.122 

45.118 
45.'l09 

45.119 
45.004 
45.104 
45.005 
45. G 
45.113 
45.105 
45.011 
45.116 
45.121 
45.0 
45. C 
45.115 



Total, National Foundation of 
Arts and I Humanities *. 



Veterans Admlnlstratldn: 

Veterans readjustment training 4/ «.i 
Sons, daughters, wives, and widows- 
education 4/ 



TotalV Veterans Administration 
• » . . 

Total, Education 



MANPOWER TRAINING AN0 
mPLOYMENT^ OPPORTUNITIES: 
Department of Agriculture ; ^ 
Job opportunities program 



Depai^tment of Health, Education , 
and Welfare; 



Job opportunities program 



Mil. 
*doi» 



"Percentage of U.S.' total ? 



T 



3.8 86.1 26.8' ,26.3 0,5, ,41.1, 18.2 
5.8 97.5 69.9 65.1, 4.7* 16.2 11.5 

0.3 100.0 100.0 100.0 D.O 0.0 0.0 



13.9 9.5 3.9 b.O 0.0 0.0 
2.5 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 



0.4' 
0.0 



0.0 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 e.o . o.o- 



.2.9' 86.2 55.5 ,4J,2 8.3 , 21.3 9.4 13.8 10.1 2.4 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 
0.9 87.4 75.4 75.4 0.0 i'.b 3.4 12.6 12.6 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 








108.6 


91.3 


68.9 


65.6 


3.3 


16.0 


6.4 


' 8.7 


J.5 


2.4 


0.7 


1.5 


0.2 


■ 0.4 


t p 

1 64.111 y' 


^4 


4,94^.4 


75.2 


4^3 


30.4 


J 

11.9 


23.9 


8.9 


24.8 


f 

6.1 


3.7 


5.9 


6.1 


1.0 


1.9 


1 64.117 


4 


177.4 




37.7 


27.3,^ 

1, 


10.4 


25.7 


10.0 \ 


26.6 


6.3 


4.1 


, 6.4 


6.6 


1.1 


2.0 






; ,5.iia.^ 


75.1 


42.2 


30.3' 


U.'8 


24'. 0 


9.0 


24.9 


6.2 


3.8-, 


5.9 


6.1 


1.0 


1.9 . 


1 — * 


— r*' > 


11,062.4 


72.4. 


39.6 


30.8 


8.8 


23.6 


9.8 


27.1 

1 


6.7 


4.4 


5.9 


6.7 


1.0 


2.4 


i A 
































































1 NA 


2 


,20.5 


6.2 


0.0 


0.0, 

1' 


,0.0 


5.1 

^ 


1.1 


^3.8 


' 10.0 


0.6 


27.4 


27.7 


10.9 


17.1 


1 11.309 


7.8 


90.9 


79.9 


50.9 


50.3 


' 0.6 


21.8 


7.2 


20.1 


9.1 


0.6 


1.1 


{.3 




7.0 



See footnotes at end of tab)e. 
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Appfodlz table l-Pcrcentage dlstrlbutloq of Federal outlaya for hum resource developnient In metropolitan and noDaetropoUtan counties, 

fiscal •1976-Continued 



I 



I 



, r CFDA I Type of 
/ Subfuactlon, deptitneot, and prograa j piagrai jprograi 2/ 

, \ |nuab€r 1/ | 

-I ^1 J 



I 



Greater 



I .'I , I 
.11 I 



I ' Metropolitan counties 

^ I 

total iTotall I I ^iHedluffllLeflserjlotallAdja^ 
' I ITotall Core |F.rlnge| j j |cent 

, , , , . 



Nonnetropolitan counties 



^ ^ I Less I Totally • 
Urbanized | ^^3^1^^^ | . ^^^^^ 



Non^ |Adja-|Non- jAdJa-lNon- 
|a'|ccnt.|adja-|cent jadja- 
[cent 



Departaent of the Interior : 
Indian eoployiaent assistance 
f Job corp8-*coopi ei&ployQent 

training 8/ ,,,| n^m 

• Job opportiwlties prograo 9/ | na 8 

• ' l-r- H 

.. Total, Dept. of the Interior .. I - - 



Mil. 
dol. 



•Percentage of U.S. totnl- 



r 15.108 ' • 2 13.5 «3.6 26.1 23.2 2.9 10.7 6.8 ' 56.4 8.2 16.7 4.9 13.3 0.8 12.5 

1^.6 30.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.5 '18.8 69.?: 0.0 19.8 19.3 0.0 9.7 20.9 
. 8.7^ 57.9 .22.3 21.^ 0.9 \5.y go.l ; 42.1. IM 2.1-^6.5 12.6 1.] U 



;36.8 41.7 14.8 13.6 1.3 14.5 lU 58.3 7.2 U.5.'ll.O 7.,8 U13.3 



Department of Labor : | ' 

pottprehensive employment and | ^ 

' training 10/. ....| 17.232 

Senior* community service emp. | ^ 

program 10/ ,.,,| 17,235 

Employment service j 17,207 

Apprentice Outreach 10/ | 17,200 

Indian employment and training 10/ ..j 17,2^4 

Job Corps 10/ I 17,211 

Migrant and seasonally employed j 

workers 10/ ....| 17.230 

Natlonal-on-the-Job training 10/ ....| 17.228 

Unemployment Insurance 17.225 

Research and^tlevelopment j 

projects 10/ -...•..'.,,1 17.233 

Fed. unemployment Ibenefits and | 



allowances' 
S&E, Occupational Safety and 

Health Ad 

S&E, Bureau of Labor Statistics ..... 

S&E, Employment and Training Ad 

SiE, Employ^fent Security Ad 

S&E, Labor-Hanagetoent Services Admin 
I 

Total, Dept. of Labor 



NA 

NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 



1 


4,313.4 


91.1 


44.5 


37.8 


6.7 


1 ' 


85.0 


99.9 


99.8 


99.8 


0.0, 


1 


• 530.9 


82.0 


41.9 


38.5 


3.4 


1 , 


,5.6 


99.8 


90.0 


49.7 


40'. 3 


1 


79.9 


32.1 


9.6 


9.0 


0.6 


1,2 


89.7 




35.2 


24.0 


12.2 


1 


68.7 


77.6 


23.0 


16. '1 


6.9 


1 


27.9 


97.7 


88.4 


88.1 


0.2 


1 


8l6.8 


85.6 


32.3 


29.0 


3.3 


2 


25.5. 


93.8 


79.2 


72.8 


■ 6,5 




1,905.6 ,74.9 


45.2' 


33.3^ 


11.9 


8 


66.4 


95.3 


75.9 


74.1 


1.8 


8 

8 i 


35.4 


95.5 


95.5 


91.7 


3.8 


78.6 loO.O 


100.0 


91.5 


8.5' 


8 , 


■ 63.5 


99.6 


.74.4 


68.4 


6.0 


8 . 


26.6 


■96.1 


91.1 


91.1 


0.0 



34.2 


















12.4 


8.9 


5.3, 1.8/ 




1.1 


0.0 


0.1 


0.1 


' 0.0 


0.1 


-^0 


o.(jKj*/o.o 


UJ 


0.0 


0.0 


30.1 


9.9.. 


18.0 


5.8 


4/4 


2.5 


'5.0 


0.1 


0.3 


6.9 


2.8 ' 


, 0.2 


0.1 


0.0 


0.0 


' 0.0 


0.0 


. 0.0 


18.7 


3.8 


67.9 


7.0 


3.3 


9.4 


12.9. 


l.B 


33.5 


42.8 


■3.0 


18.1 


,.1.1 


0-5 


'4.0 


3.5 


0.0 


9.1 


27.7 


26.9 


22.4 


7.4 


8.2 


4.2 


2.6 


0.0 


0.0 


8.0 


1.4 


2.3 


2.3 . 


0.0 


O.tl 


0.0.' 


M 


0.0 


40.6' 


12.7 


U.4 


6.6 


2.7 


\.i 


3.1 . 


0.0 


0.2 


^12.9 


1.7 


^ 6.2 


2.9 


0,.4 


2.2 


0.7, 


0.0 


*0.0 


22.4 


7.3 


25.1 


6.4 


3.5 


5.8 


6.5 


1.0 


'1.9 


14.(1^ 


5.3 


4.7 


2.'5-: 


''O.5' 


0.6 


0.5 


0.6 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


4.5 


4.5 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 , 


0.0 


O.D 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


20.'9- 


4.;2 


■0.4 


0.0 


0.0 


0.4 


o.q 


0.0 


0.0 


5.0- 


0,0 


3.9 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


3.9 


0.0 


0.0 



8,269.3 85.8 44.8 37.6 7.2 , 30,4 ' ]0.5 14.2 5.5 2.4 2.2' 2.9 0.3 0.9"' 



ConaunitY Services Admlnlgtration ; 
' Job opportunities prograo 



11.309 



2 62.5 ' 71 .7 28.5 28.0 0.5 ,37.8 '5.4 ^8.3 3.2 2.8 8.4 n.3' 0.8 1.8 



General Services Administration; 



Job opportunities prograra 



0.2 100a) 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ^J.0 0.0 0.0 0.0. 0.0 0.0 0.0 

~ : ■ * ^' ' 



Appendix tablt .Wercentage distribution of Federal dotlaya for huouin resource developiseat In metropolitan and noDnietropolltan counties, 

fiscal 1976-Coatlnued f ■ ' 

I I I I Metropolitan countleB I HonaetropoUtan ?buntles 

r I I I I , . I • I I L, , , ; I Less , | Totally 

' , I CFDA I Type of I O.'S. | I , I | | | "^''^"^"'^ | urbanize(( I rural 

Subf unction, departMttt, and progran | program jprograi 2/ 1 total | Total | | | |Hedluiii|LeB8er|Total|AdJa-|Hon- lAdJa-lNon- |AdJa-|Non* 

Inusber 1/1 . I I (Total { Core {Fringe | » | j |cent jadja-jcent |adja-|cent jadja- 

' I "I ' I I I I I I - I I ' I Iceiit I .Icent I Icent 

V ■ ' I Mil. ' — Percentage of D.S. total — — 

I. d^. ■ ' • 
Siall Butineas AdBlniatration ;, | 

, Occupational Safety and Health Loina I 59.018 5,10 4.9 64.0 11.0 9.5 1.4 47.8 5.2 /6.0 0.0 13.4 0.0 13'. 4^' CO 9.2' 

I . 

• Total, Manpower Training and, | 

> . ,!kployaent,. m..] - - 8,485.2 85.2 44.5 37.5 7'.0 30.3 10.4 14.8 5.6 2.4 2.3 3.1 0.3 hi 

■ '!~^^ ~ — ~ ~~ — — ^ 

Total) Huttan Rasource | ^ . 

Developoent.f. .••••I - 164,820.7 73,5 42.6 33*0 9*6 22.3 -8.6 ,;26.5 6.7' 3.5 6.2 6.6 ' M 2»2 

- . • ■ I ^ : ' 

RA- Hot Wallane ' \ ' ' ■ * ■ ^ 

— *-llot applicable. 

■i/ Indlcatea the program Identification number. If any, as given In the D.S.' Office of Management and Budget, Catalog of federal Domestic Assistance .: 
2/^Frogram types are Indicated by the following codes: (1) formula grants; (2) project grants; (3) all other grants; (4) direct payments; (5) di,rect 
loansj (6) insurance: (7) contractual procurement; (8) salaries and/ expenses; (9) donation of property, goods, and commodities; and (lO)* guar<anteed/ln- . 
lured loans* DoUa^ reported f or the ;latter tvo/^types of programs Indicate the level of "Indirect Federal support" to local ar^s but do not represent 
the actual transfer of Federal dollars* For this reason^ many anAlyses exclude^these programs. « ' 

3/ Outlays other than for salaries are estimated on the basis of total employment levels at each duty station. Actual payroll costs are used In com- 
puting total estimated outlays In each county* ' , ' . 

hi, County-level outlays are estimated on the basis of the fraction of eich State's special froup population In each county (for example, the recipient 
of a iptciflc service) State employees^ veterans). ' . 

5/ Total outlays are prorated among counties In the same proportion as payrolls, for vblch actual data are available* 
6/ Stati totala are bued on average monthly annuities applied to, the national figure. . Fro rata to counties Is based on population. ■ 
II State tbtals based on monthly accounting totals. County totals are estimated on the basis of December payments from a prior fiscal year. ^ 
8/ Outlays are prorated Jo the State, cltyi and county levels primarily on the basis of payroll costs. 
9/ Outlays attributing to each duty stat'ion a;:e prorated among counties based on the number of operating units in eachicoupty. 
10/ Outlays are allocated or Identified to the location of the prime Qontractor's main office. ' ^ ' ■ ^ 
/ - . ' » . , ■ • ■ " 

' Source: Community Services Administration. 



Appendix table 2~Percent8ge distribution of Federal 



outlays for hou^in^ in metropolitan and-nonaietropolltan counties, 
fiscal 1976 ^ ^ ' • 



Department and program 



!• 1, . I' 

I I K 

I ,CFDA I Type of | U.S. 

I program | program 2/ | total 
Inumber 



I 



etrjapolltan countieg 



I 



Nonmetropolitan counties 
Urbanized 



I ' Less 
I urbanized 



Totally 
rural 



7 



1 



I 



1 



Department Agriculture : 
Rural self-help housing technical 

, assistance « 

Very low income housing repair loans 

Farm labor housing loans 

Low to moderate income housing loans 

Rural ^housing site loans 

Rural rental housing loans 



Mil., 
dol. 



Total \ I |Medium|Le88er|Total|AdJa-|Non- |AdJa-|Non- |AdJa-|Non- 
Total Core iFringel | | |cent |adja-|cent ^adJaHcent |adja- 

I ^ ' ' I \ I I I L I Icent ^ 



[cent 



I- 



10.420 


2 


0.6 


33.1 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


10.417 i 


5 


, -5.5 


10.2 


1.6 


0.2 


1.4 


10.405 j 


10 { 


' ,0.6 


14.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


10.410 / 


10 


2,'237.8 


28.8 


6.7 


1.1 


5.6 


10.411 . 


10 


0.6 


16.0< 


0.0 . 


0.0 


0.0 


10.415 


10 


231.2 


34.8' 


12.2 


3.1 


9.2 



-Percentage of n.S. total- 



.33.1 0.0 66.9 

5.1 3.5 89.8 

0.0 14'. 0 86.0 

12.9 "9.1 71.2 , 

0.0^ *16..0 84.0 0.0 41.6 10.8 9.8 21 

10!2 65.2 9.2 5.6 21.4 17.1 



Icent 



16.6 23.'5 26.8 0.0 

4.4 6.4 20.5 26.9 

6.8 3.0 6.3 38.9 

U.6"- 7.4 16.9 22.4 



0.0 0.0 

7.8 23.7 

U 27.7 

4^ 8.4 



'12^.4 




Total, Dept. of Agriculture | 

Dept. of Houfllnn and Ifrban Development : | 
Mortgage insurance for: " • | 

Homes r , ,, I OA, 

* Property improveoeiit loans [ 14.142 

, Cooperative houalng .........(.| 14.124 

Rental housing .....{ 14.134 

Elderly housing | 14,138 

Multifamlly 8upp. loans ..'.{ 14.151 

Rental housing assistance .j 14Uj3- 

Low to moderate income housiag-jnkt | 

Interest rate '...j 14.137 

^ Condominium housing { 14.112 





2,476.3 


29.3 


7.2 


'.i.i 


5.9. 


12.8 


9.2 


70.7 


11.4 


7.3 


17.4 


21.9 


4.4 


8.4 


> 

•10 


5,356.7 


92.4 


51.2 


3S.9 


12.2 


33.0 


8.2 


' 7.6 , 


2.7 


2.0 


1.4 


1.2 


0.1 


0.2 


10 


■ 603.5 


78.7^ 


,48.8 


33.1 


15.7 


21.6 


8.3 


21.3 


5.2 


3.7 


4.4 


5.6 


0.6 


1.6 


10 


0.1 


100.0 : 


LOO.O 


100.0 


0.0. 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


O.Q 


10 


29.4 


. 100.0 


82.7 


82.7 


0.0 


17.3 . 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


iO.O 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


10 


31.1 . 


, 87.5 


51.3 


45.6 


5.7 


29.9 


6.'3 


12.5 


9.8 


2.7 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


10 


12.9 


95.2 


9.4 


9.4 


0.0' 


85.8 


0.0 


4.8 


0,0 


0.0 


4.5 


■0.3 


0.0 


0.0 


10 


316.1 


95.6' 

/ 


62.9 


50.0 


12.9 


27.9 


4.8 


4.4 


2.'6 


0.5 


1.1 


0.3 


•0.0 . 


0.0 


10 


310.2 


90.9 


47.4 


27.7 


19.7 


34.1 


9.4 


9.1 


3.1 


1.6 


0.6 


3.8 


0.0 


0.0 


10 


8.4 


100.0 


70.9 


46.7 


24.1 


29.1 


, 0.0 


'0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


OiO 


0.0 



Total, Dept. of Housing and 
Urban Development ........ 



I 

■I 



6,668.4 91.3 51.4 38.6 12.8 31.8 8.0 8.7 2.9 . 2.0 1.6 1.7 0.2 0.3 



Department of the Interior ; j ^ 

Indian houfling development • .....j 15.115 8 5.1 

Indian housing liiptovement 115.116 2 8.7 



23'.7 10.4 5.8 4.7 8.9 4.4 76.3 9.2 15.2 11.1 19.7 0.3 20.8 
26.4 10.1 7.2 2.9 12.0, 4.3 '73.6 7.0 11.9 10.9 23.8 2.9 17.1 



Total, Dept. of the Interior 



13.8 



lOT 6.6 3i6 10.8 4.4 74.6 7.8 13.lj: 11.0 22.3 2.0 18.4. 



See footnotes at end of table. 
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fndlx table 2*-Percentage distribution of Federal outlays for housing in metropolitan and noniaetrdpolitan counties, 

(' . fiscal l976r-Continued 



Departoent and progr^n 



Metropolitan counties 



Greater 



CPDA I Type of | U.S. | |_ 

progran* Iprograp 2/| total |Total| >^ \ \ jHediuml Lesser 
number 1/| " | | |Total| Core iFringe^ I ' . 

"I I I I I ^ ' I . ,1 



Honinetropojitan counties 



— ; — PerVentaRe of U.S. total — 



urbanized ToJa'Uy 
' 1 . V I urbanized ! rural ■ 
Total|Adja-|Non- |AdJa-|Non- |AdJa-|Non- 
cent |adja-|cent |adja-jcent |adja* 
'cent I I cent-I [cent 



mi. 

dol. ' 



Veterans Administration ; 
'Veterans' guaranteed .and insured loans 

veterans direct loans 

Disabled veterans, direct loans «...t.. 

Total, Y^t^raos Administration ... 

Tota\, Housing ««o 



64.113- 
64.11B 



10 10,365-2 89.6 5i.l, , 34.4 17.6. 27.2 ,10.3 10.4 4.0 2.6 M 1.4 0.3 0.3 
5 70.1 28J ?4.7 ^22.1 2.6 2.'5 1.5.71.3 9.6. 8.0 U.7^ '30.6 .2.4 5.9 



5 



0.7 46.8 6.2 3.3 2.9 . 22.6 18.1 53-2 5.6 6.7 8.5 29.5 * 0,2 2.7 



- 10,436.1 89.2 51.9 34. 3- 17-5 27.0 10.3 1(^8 4.1 ^'V Ir' l;** "'^ 0.3 



10,594.6 ^2.3 , 46.0 31.6 14.5 26.8 9.4 17.7 4.6 ^3.0;. 3.8 4.2 0.8 1.3 



NA ■ Not available: 

— ■ Hot ♦applicable ^ ^ 

y Indicates the program identification number, if any, as given in the U.S. Office of Management and Budget, Catalog of Federal Ddtaestlc Assistance * . 

2/ Program tyjes are Indicated by the follovlng codes: (1) formula grants; (2) project grants; (3rall other grants; (4) direct paytneots; (5) direct 
loans; (6) insurance; (7) cgotractual procurement; (8) salaries and expenses; (9) donation of property, goodsi aoS commodities; ^nd (10) guaranteed/ in- 
sured loans. Dollars reported for the latter tvo types of programs Indicate the level of ''indirect Federal support'.' to local aneas but do not represent 
the actual transfer of Federal dollars. For this reason, nuiay analysers exclude these programs. ^ ■ ■ ' ^ 



' Source;. Comnuolty Services Administration. 



Apptodlz t*bl« .3-Ptiitnt*a» dljtrlbutlon of Pederil outliy« 



■for comunlty'and lndwtrl«l developaeol; In netropolltm and nonnetropolltin countUs. 
fljcil 1976. » ' . . -> * 



: , i . i i 

I" CFDA I TypB of I 
$ubf unction, dtpartunt, tod prograa |, progru jprogru 2/| 

jnuBbet 1/1 . " I 

. I "I LJ. 



i I 



I 

tottilTotiU I 
' I ■. Ilotill 

-L_J I 



Metropolitan countlta 



Nopnetropolitan /ountleB 



Creater 



J I 



Urbanized 



I urbanised 



Totally, 
rural 



COMMUNin DEVELOPMENT: | 
Dapartiant of ARriculture : j 
Ditar and waate diapoial syatena ....| 10.418 

ttatar and aever grants ^ j NA 

.Faraeri Hoie Adftin*, j NA 

Rural, Electrification Adain., S&E .m|* NA 
ConuQity facilitiea loans 10.423 
Recreation facilities loana .*.\....| 10.413 
' RuEtff electric Joans 3/ .........^....j 10.850 

Rural telephone 'loans 3/ | 10.851 

Indian rribea and tribal corp. loaiA.| 10.421. 

Rural telephone bank lo^ns 3/ j 10.852 

Rural developoent researCti j 10.204 

Appalachian regional developoent j 
pfogCM •••i • .....| NA 



Total, Dept. of Agriculture. 



Departaent of Comer^e ; 
Econoaic developnent-^public works ..| 11.304 
Economic Developoent AdiiniBtration,.| 11.300 
Appalachl^ developnent district | 

asst* 4/ ...i.Mi.. I 23.009 

Appalaohia S^ate resources tech. 'j^ 

M«t. 4/ ....,| 23.011 

Economic devlopnent-dis trie t ^| 

operstiottiil asst «... | nijos 

Econoaic devdopaent^special econ j 

dev. and adj. asst | 11.307 

Econoaic developaentr-State and local j 

econ. dev. planning i^ll*305 

Econooic develo^ent-'-support for ] 

planning org. | l].302 

Ecoqoaic developdient— technical asst. I 1J.303 
Public Works and .Econ. Dev. Act o( j 
1965, Title X .| 11.309 

^Appalachian suppleaental grants *....| NA 
Main, econoaic dev. asst. j 
' prograas 5/ j ....| na 



Total* Dept. of Coanierce^ 



Departaent of Defense ; 
Hilirary consfrucrlon, Army National | 
Guard 5/ | H2.400 



Mil. 
d^ 



|Mediua|Lesser|Total|AdJa-|Non- |AdJa-|}lon- lAdja-lNon-. 
Core I Fringe I | | |cent - |adja-jcent |4dja-|cent |adja- 
J I II I cent I |cent . | ■ [cent 



-Percentage of U.S. total r 





















1 






















t 








' 2,10 


569.9 


31.5 


6.2 


■1.1 


. 5.1- 


17\4 


7.9 


68.5 


9.7 


' 5.4 


18.0 


'2. 


17.3 


15^8 


2.6 


.0.0 


2.6 


5.4 


7.8 


84.2 


6.1 


11,.B 


14.6 


8 


132.1 


37.0 


14.0 


11.8 • 


2.2 


13,2 


9.9 


63.0 


6.7 


«.2 


14.9 


8 

10 


17.2 


88.6 


■72.7- 


70.8 


1.9 


7.9 


8.1 


11.4 


- 1.3 


4.2 


. i.r 


' 170.2 


25.0 


9.6 


'2.2 


7.4 


11.3 


4.1 


75.0 


3.0 


5.6 


26.4 


10 


1.2 


14.9 


8.9 


1.2 


7.7' 


, 6.0' 


0.0 


85.1 


13.4 


0.0 


19.8 


10 


1,982.2 


20.1 


3.7 


0.1 


3.6 


11.0 


5.4 


, 79.9 


14.3 


4.5 


22.4 


10 


384.7 


28.0 


7.1 


0.0 


•7.1 


12.6 ' 


8.3 


72.0 


6.8 


3.3. 


19.4 


10 


3.1 


0.0 


olo 


0»0' 


o;o 


0.0 


0.0 


100.0 


0.0 


0.0 


20.6 


5 


180.1 


23.0 


4.4 


0.0 


4.4 


15.8 


2.9 


77.0 


iO.5 


5.1 


23.9 


i 


1.4 


50.0 


9.5 


7.4 ■ 


2.1 


19.3 


21.1 


50.0 


34.2 


8.0 


0.0, 


2.* , 


12.3 


22.8 


2.5 


0.0 


. 


10.2 


10. -1 


■',,.1 


6.3 


« 

11.2 


14.1 



2L.4 
3tf23 
20.5 

2.1 
J5.6 
24.6 
20.2 
22.2 
,47.6 
24.2 

7.9 

f7.5 



3.8' ,10.1 

1.2 20.'2 
3.4 9/1 
0.'5" 0.6 

2.3 '4.1" 
',4.2 23.1 , 

7.1 11.3"' 
,4.8 15.4. 
0.0 31 '.8' 
3;3„ 9.9 
0.0' . 0.0 

' 4 
1.7 1,6, 5T 



'3,471.7 24.2 5.5 1.1 4.4 12.5, 6.1 75.8 11.5 4.8 21.2 21.5 5.611.1 



14.7 
141.6 


29.2 

32.7 


16.1 
13.3 


12^.1 
10.7 


4.0 
2.6 


5.1 


18.9 


l.l' 


0.0- 


1.1 


6.6 


72.0 


20.2 


6.4 


13.8 


0.0 


0.0, 


0^0 


o.b 


0.0 


73.5 


60.1 


14.7 


14.7 


0.0 


1.4 


88.3 


24.8 


24.8 


/0.0, 


10.9 1 
12 ;l/ 


28.3' 
81.0 


2.5 
47.1 


2.2 

4o.s 


0.3 
6.6 




72.7 
72.0 


0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 ^ 


0.0 
0.0 


19.0 100.0 


91.7 


91.7/ 


^o'.o 



6.6 


6.5 


70.8 


9.8 


16.3 


11.4 


104 


8.1 


15.01-1. 


11.6 


7.8 


67.3. 


9.9 


8.1 


16.1 


20.8 


2.6> 


9.9^ 


10.6 


7.2 


V'l 


6.1 


1.9 


21.4 


19.5 


10.4- 


21.7 


46.9 


4.9 


28.0 


5.8 


1.6 


2.6 


17.9 


0.1 


0.0 


0.0 


o.o' 


loo.o 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 100.0 


36.0 


9.5 


,39.9 


3^9 


14.7 


11.5 


9-7 


m 

0.0 


•0.1 


45.3 


sJ8.2. 


U.7 


7.3 


4.4 


0.0 


0.0 


p.o 


• o;o. * 



15.1 10.7 , 71.7 II. 0 

23.5 ' 10.4 19.0 4.0 

72.1 0.6' 27.3 ■ 0.0 

72.0 0.0 28.0 *0.0 



16t5 ,9.5 
3.1 2.3 

0.0 'i7.] 
0.0 11.3 



23.4 2.0 ,9.) 

7.7' 0.0 .'2,0 

10.2, 0.0 0.0 

0.0'" 0.0 16.7 ' 



8.3 0.0 '0.0 0.0 (^.0 0.0' 0.0 0.0 0,0 , 



288.9 47.2 19.8 17.7 2.1 



2 



Sat fo<$tnotes tt M of table. 



.1 

35.9 58.5 ]6. 1.16.0 0.] 

— -7 —, — — 



19.7 ^ 7.'7',52.8 7.2 

— -1 



9.4 12.5' li.2 . 1.9 6'.6r 



33.4-^ 8.9 



41.5 7.9 6.0' 10.4 14.6 1.5 ].4^: 



Continued^ v. 



Appindiz tible 3— Percentage dlstributioa of Federal oiitleys for coosnunity and industrial developnrent in' oetropolitan and ooniDetropolltan countries, 
•'' ' ' /. - ' ' / fiscal 1976-Contlnued. ■ V 5; ^ • 



^ . . ■. — n — : 

•/ ^ ' ■ . • : •! m I, Type of 

Subf unction, departnent, and prograa | program Iprograa 2/ 

Inunber 1/| 

• ■' • ■ ■ • > I "I 



^ . Metropolitan counties 



1 



Nopinetropolltan counties 



' Urbanized ! , I ^"''^J^ 

urbanited I rural 



U.S. I , ] 1 I . . 

/total iTotall \ ' | |MediuB|Le88er|Iotal|Adja-|Noo- |A(IJa-|Non- |Adja-|Npn;^ 

I iTotalj Cote |Frlnge| , | | ■ |cent iadja-jcent jadja-icent jadja- 

I r , I -L I I III I ■ Icent I Icent I |cen^ 



Dtpartiint of Healthy Education I 
and Welfare !' I 

Urban rlt^ccntrol v..'- I 13.257 .2 

Hatlve American progr^ it I 13*612 ' , 2 

Public vorkj knd econ* dev«-regi | ' ' 

der. prograoa y \ 11*300 , 7 

Appalachian^ regional developnenE , | ^ 

prograai ..•^....f MA 8 

Appalachian -regional. develpptaent 23*0pi > '2 
Appallbblaii auppleoefit to ' J 

granti^lA*ald,.*......^...>....*.'..j 23.002, 2 



.Total, Dept. of, Health, 
: Education, and Welfare 



I 



DeitartBent of fusing' and Urban; I * 
Developaent ; <^ _ * v i 
Coitttmltj developient bl,oA grants^^ I 
entitleient granca ^m;. j 14.218 

: ' 

Dfpartient of -Interior ;' 'I . • 

Indian accounting ^larvlces for | 

' trlbu ..;.....M.U5.^ 

Indian loans— econoilc developaent ..| 15.124 
Appalachian regional development^ > \ . 

programa v. •••• I HA 

Indian loana-claima aait* 1S;123. 
Indian prop, acijulst— tran. Federal [ 

building .VM...M... I 15.127 

Clalii and treaty organizations ..*..| NA 
Indian Action tum^.*....!^.'... ....... I 15.107 

^ Indian loan guarjintee anJ insurance | 

.fund ' NA ^ 

AMtican Jl^Yolution BldAntennial v \ ' 

Adilh, S&E ^ ' 

. taglohal development programa .| NA 



' Totals Dept. of Interior I ; — 

, ■ . ^— 

■Otpartunt of Tranaportatlon .'^' 



I 



'Mir. 

dol. 



-Perceiitage of 11. S. totali -*- 



100.7 65.8' 22.8M8.7 ' U 35.9 ■ 7..1 



0.7. 


0.7 


0.0 


0.0 


. 0.6 


0.0 


0.0 


6J.7 


^6.3 


5.4" 


4.9 


17.1 


1.5 


30.4 


14.1 


]l4.i 


0.0 


0.0 


' i.o' 


0)0 


CO 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0;0 


0.0 


0.0 


25.9 


14.4' 


1.8. ■ 


7.7 


■^5 


0.6! 


0.1 


30.riO.9 , 


4.81 


6.7 


,5.3 


1.2' 


1.7 


34.2 


8.3 


3.V. 


5.0 


?.o 


0.9 


9.4 



1 1,836.2 87.0 43.3 36.3 7^0 31.5 12.2 13.0 4.6 3.7 1.8 2.8 0.0 0.0 



7 



2.6 45.5 27.0 26.5 

9."3 16.7 14.3 »2.4 

, 0.2 15.6 10.7' 9.9 

0.7 6.3 6.3 6.3 

..59.8 20.4 9.0 8.9 

' 0.8 2.2 2.2 t2.2' 

13.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 



0.5 li.l 

11.9 2.4 

0.9 '4.9 

0.0 0.0 

0.1 8.4 

, 0.0 0.0 

0.0 • o.p 



5.7.. 
0.0 

•■ 

.0^0 

0.0' 



3.0 
.0.0 
0.0 



54.5 
83. 3, < 

• 

84.4 
93.7 

79.6 ■ 
97.8 
0.0 



•5.0 8.4 3.4 2.4 1.0 4.1' 1.0 91.6 

29.9 lOp.O 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
.0.4 1.3 O.f 0.0 0.0 .0.4 p. 9 98.7 



121.7 47.9 41.5 40.5 1.0 4.8 1.7 52.1,'. 



5.7 


11.2 


U.5 


20.3 


,0.0 


5.8> • 


5.6 


44.3 


'2.6 


22.9 


0.-0, 


7.9 


0.0 


0.0' 


84.4 


0.0 


o.a 


0.0 


19.6 


7.5 


' 0.0 


57.6 


.0.0 


9.0 


7.9 


6.5 


18.6 


20.9 


2.1 


¥ 

23.6 . 


0.0 


0.0 


4.0 


0.0 


.0.6 


93.8 


O.p 


0.0 


O.p 


0.0 

I 


0.0 


0.0. •■. ' 


1.3 


83.8 


3.2 


1.4' 


0.0 


1.8- . 










o.'o 


'I 


0.0 


0.0 


.0.0 


O.'O 


0.0 • 


83.4 


0.0 

t 


0.9 




0.0 


14.4 


4.8 


10.3 


9.9 


12.8 «• 


1.0 


13'.1 ' 



^palaehian regional development I 
programs^...... V ....| 23.001 , 2' 



0.2 49.8 49.8/ 9.0 ' 49.8 0.*0 0.0 -50.2 37.2' 1.5 11.4 0.0 O.o' 0.0 



See footnotes at end of table. 
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I 



L 



■ Metropolitan countl«i 



Greater 



I 



Subfunctlon. d.p.rt«„t,'t„a progr.„ |, progr.« |progr.« 2/| tot.l |Tot.l| | TT -|H.dlu„|L.,..r 

• I I |Iot.l| Core iFrUl 
' — ^ L L. ■ I _ L I I I I 



Mil. 
dol. 



NonmatropoUtin countlei 

Urbanlred | ' | 

I V I urbanited I ruril t 



■TotallAdJa-lNon- |Adj«-|Non- |AdJiiHNon- 
Icant |«dJ|.|cBnt jidja^jcent |adja 

— I 1 — J Icent I lea nt I leant 

■PercBntaRe of U.S. total -^ — « ^n^!:^^ 



Traitury Dapirtaant : 
Stata and local govarnnant 
flicai aast.7/ 



-NA 



^l! Mll.3-72.0 41.0 31;5 9,5 22.^6 W 28.0, 6.8 6.4 ^1 1,2 2,5 

— — — ^ ; _r 



ACTION ! 

Foster grendp»r«nt» programs .... 
Retired lenlor volunteer progran 

Senior, coapan Ion program h. 

Score/Act Dliaster lervlcea 



I 

•I 72.001 
.| 72.002 
•I 72.008 
72.006 




ACTlbN cooperative volunteers j 72 

National student volunteer progran ..| 72.005 

Volunteers In service to America ....| 72.003 

Mini-grant yrograo | 72.010 

Youth challenge program ....j 72,009 

J Operating expenaes , . dooest Ic j 
prograua 



26.8 76.5 27.0' 20.3 

17.4 63.1 32.1 23.6' 

4.1 79.4 47.6 47.6 
0.1 100.0 96.0 90.0 ' 

1.2 93.3 73.2 7l.9 
' 0.3-100.0 100.0 86.9 13.1 M 
,19.9 90.0 57.9 54.^ 3.2 27.5 

2.4 80.8 36.0 31.8 

0.3 60.1 "27.1 22.8 



6.0 ,1.8 
•1.2 17.1 



4.2 38.2 



0.0 




2.5 5.3 0.9 



5.3 


'3.8 


0.0 


2.3 


6.6 


11.0 


1.3 


1.9 


0.0 


7.0 


3.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.9 


2.7 


CO 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


1.2 


M 


0.0 


0.0 


3.0 


2.8 


0.4 


0.4 


9.7 


7.2 


,0.0 


0.0 


0.2 


0.2, 


f 

0.0 


0.0 



Total, ACTION 



Comminlty Sarvteea Admlnifltratlon * | If 

CoBEunlty action ..^ ^ .| ^9,oo:| 2^7 

Conmunlty eeonoinlc developniert j 49.011 2 

Enargency energy conaarvatlon avc. ..| 49.014 2 

Reaeareh and deaonatratlon | NA 2 

Conmunlty acrvlcaa program , • . . | NA 8 

\ 



*2 4.9 22.6 7.5 16.8 5.4 3.3 3.0 3.7 0.4 1.0 



Total,, Connunity Servleaa Admin. | 



Eovlronaental Protection A nancy; 
DrinklnJ water supply tech. • | 

II' - • I 66.425 

* ^ 

Federal Energy Adatnlstratlon ; , j 
State reiaburseocnta and nlsc. | 
contracts 6/ i 



299.9 74.3 45.4 41.1 4.3 21.0 7.9 25.7' 5.0 4.5 6.2 7 6 0 8 1 

In "1 1\ ti II if-i '■' '■' " : • 

13.1 73.3 30.3 25.8 4.5 31.6 11.4 26.7 9.6 5.0 4.5 J.7' 0 6 IT 

2 

Zl.j 99.3 98.6 85.2 13.4 Q.Q 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 ' 0.0 • 0.7 0.0 

350.8 76.7-4.^,3 43.6 4.7 "l 9.8 .8.6. 23.3 4.3 5.5. 6.8 0.7 1 .4 



7,8 



_^;19M97.6, 83.7 13.9 2.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 



National P\)undatlon of Arta unA \ 
Hunanlt^eg ; | . 

Cultural inatltutlona | 45.117 

Danee prograo8^.^S^s^.... | 45.002 

Expapalon arts progranm /^>yy | 45.010 

Interpretive Buse'uos— exhibits ^nd j \ 

...'1 mih 



'''' 72.2 2.7 7.6 4.7 " 2.8 (T^ 0.0 0.0, 0.0 ^ 



coBBunity education 



1.2 95.5 90.0 86.5 

5.6 97.5^80.4 77.1 

6*3 91.3*73.2 69.4 

1.0 96.0 61.5 59.5 



"r 



See footnoxei/at end of table. 

,.v . ■ \ { 




r 



1.6 4.6 . 0.9 4.5 1.6 0.2 0.8 1.9 o.b 0.0 

3.3 12.5 4.6 t 2.5 1.8 0.3 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 
3.8 13.4 4.7 ^.7 1.8 i:4 1.3 1.7 0.0 2.6 

2.5 0.0 0.5 1.1 0.0 0.0 
Continued 



2.0 11.8 . 22.6 \ 




V 



Apptndlx tible 3-"'Per(!sntage. distribution of Federal outlays for community and InduBtrlal developoant In toetropolltan and nonnctropollran counties, 



fiscal 197G-Contlnued 



Hetroifclttan cLntlcs I Nonwetropolltan counties \ 

7 i p" i ' I rrTfl i rZZ 



Subfunctloni department, and progran 



CFDA I Type of | U.S. 
program | program ^/| total 
number 1/1 I 



HriMter 



Urbanized 



Leas 
urbanized 



Totally 
rural 



iTotall I - I iHedlumi 
iTotalj Core jprlngel 



Le8flpr|Total|AdJa-|Non- [AdJa-lNon- |AdJa-|Non- 
I Icent |adja-|cent |adja-jc^nt jadja- 



Hational Foundation of Art a and 

♦ ■Hu ianlt^ei" '"Contlnued; ^ 
Interpretive nuseuoa-'-exhlbltB and 
programs 

^ Muaeuia programs 



Tot|l|. National Foundation of 
Arts and Humanities 



Saall Business Adninistratlon ; 
Physical disaster loans ..... 

Tennessee Valley Authority ; ... 



Total, CoQjBunlty 
(' Development •.. 



INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPHENT: 
Department of Aarlculture ; . 
BusUeas and {Industrial dev. grants . 
BuanieBd and industrial dev* loans .* 
Nonfarm enterprise loans 



Total, Dept* of Agriculture 



^ Department of Comnerce : 
Business asst., services and 

Information ^/ 

Minority business enterprise 
Economic development— business 

dev* asst 



Total, Dept* of* Commerce 



Department of the Interior ; 
Indian buslneas enterprise ' 

development 

Indian arts and crafts development 

Total, Dept. of the Interior . 

Saall Business Admlnlnstratlon t 
State and local development • 
CO* loans 



59.013 



Mil. 
dol* 



*Pflycflntage of U.S-> total ' 



1 45.12B 


2. 


3.5 


B9..5 


66.1 


65.6 


0.5 


11.7 


11.7 


10.5 


0.0 


5.6 


4.2 


0.0 


0.7 


0.0 


1 / 1 AM 


2 


10.4 


92. B 


68.5 


66.3 


2.2 


18.9 


5.5 


, 7.2 


3.6 


1 .1 


1.7 


0.3 


0.0 


0.4 


1 -- I 




28.0 


93.2 


72.3 


69. B 


2.5 


14.6 


6.3 


6.8 


2.3 


1.5 


1.5 


0.7 


0.1 


0.8 


1 59.003 


5,10 


103.5 


67.1 


42.8 


27.0 


U.B 


18.5 


5.8 


32.9 


5';8 


12.3 


5.0 


5.2 


0.8 


3.8 • 


1 NA 


7 


2,542.5 


8^.8 


,43.6 


42.6 


0.8 


34.3 


6.9 


15.2 


4.0 


1.4 


5.1 




0.2 


U 






13,098.0 


63.3 


32.1 


r 

26.5 . 


5.7 


23.2 


7.9 


36.7 


7.1 


3.9 


9.5 


i 

9.8 


2.0 


4.4 


1 10.424 


2 


7.1 


15.6 


1.7 


0.0, 


1.7 


14.0 


0.0 


64.4 


5.1 


1.3 


34.0 


20.5 


6.8 


16.6 


j 10.422 


10 


257.4 


21.5 


5.7 


1.0 


4.B 


12.0 


'3.7 


78.5 


9.5 


* 8.3 


22.6 


29.1 


4.2 


4.9 


1 10.407 


10 




17.7 


, 4.4 


O.B 


3.5 


9.5 


3.9 


82.1 


5.6 


5.5 


IB. 7 


29.5 


4.0 


19.0 






271.7 


21.2 


5.6 


0.9 


' 4.f 


12.0 


3.6 


76.8 


9.3 


8.0 


22.8 


28.9 


4.3 


5.6 



11.104 8 14.9 99.6 90.0 90.0 0.0 8.6 1.0 0.4 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

il.800 2,8 16.0 96.2 85.8. j'4. 7 1.1 6.) 3.6 3.8 1.8 ' 0.0 0.0 1.6 '0.5 0.0 

11.301 5 46.9 53.6 22.9 20.4 ' 2.6 16.8 13.9 46.4 10.1 3.2 10.7 20.1 0.0 2.3 







77.8 


71.2 


48.7 


47.0 


. 1.8 


13.2 


9.3 


28.8 


6.5 


2.0 


6.4 


12.4 


0.1 1.4 , 


1 15.1F 


4 


11.9 


■42.5 


19.3 


18.4 


0.9 


19.4 


3.9 


57.5 


7.0 


4.4 


14.3 


18.5 


1.1 12.2 


1 15.850 


8 


0.7 


.99.6 


96.8. 


96.8 


0.0 


2.8 


0.0 


,0.4 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.4 


0.0 •0.0 


\—^ 


































12.6 


45.6 


23.4 


22.6 


■,J).8- 


1B.5 


3.6 


54.4 


6.6 


4.2 


13.5 


17.5 


1.1 11.5' 



5,10 35.5 50.2 30 



.6 19,9 ^^.8 13.7 



5.8 49.8 1.3 7.2 14.1 19.9 1.8 5.6 



M« footnotes at end of table. 

erIc 



.Continued 



T 



I N onaetropoUtan countlai 



I I I I 

III 

0 , ; I CPDA I Typ, of | U.S. | I 

SuMuoctlon, dtpirtMnt, and prograi I prograa Iprogran 2/1 total iTotill I ~l lu a» i, i, I ; ■ ■>u....„u ■ r..r.. 

InuZ l/l ' Total Cor. ' .„„ ""'^"^•""^''^•l Non- AdJa-|Non. |AdJa-|Ho„-. 

^ ' I I I kent I lent I |.... 



_MaOropolltan .countlea _ 

Greater | I I I Urbanlied-I ^" I .Totally 

I urbantiad | rural 



ConCinuidi ' ^ | 

Econoilc Injury dlsutar lorn-, | 59.002 

Econotlc opportiiilty l^ms | 59.003 

Dliplicad buslneBs loma ..^....| 59,001 

SmII bualneia IhviiCiBeot | 

CO. prograaii 59,011 

Baii cloalng •conoBlc''lnJury loans ..j 59.020 

taerg^ncy energy shortage loans | 59.022 

Handicapped asst. loJhs ,,.,.| 59.021 

Product disaster loans ..yi .,,| 59,010 

Small business Ipans ..^.,,........\ 59.012 

Snail Business Adnlniatratlo^, S&E ..j U 



TotiJr, SoiaU Business 
Adtiii;ilstrBtion 



. Total, kaustrial 
Developflient^ 

TRANSPORTAiflOM: 
Departaent of CQnmerce ! \\ 

Aid. to Stale Marine ^ichools I 11.506 

Appalachian developnent highway | ^ 

, •y«t«« 2/ .^........| 

Appalachian spec transportation re- | 
lated plnng-re^. md deno. prog 2/ .| 23.017 
Donestic water borne transportation j 

; I 11.509 

Nautical charts and related data 5/ .j 11.401 
Operation of U.S. Merchant Marine^ | 

^«d««y ; I 11.507 

Porta and interaodal transportation | 

' : I 11.501 



Total, Dept. of Cotooerce 



Depaftaent of. the Interior : ' | 

Indian roada—oaintenance ' | 15,125 

Indian .roads and bridges | 15.122 

Federal aid to highways, trust. funds.] NA 



Xotal, Dept. of the Interior ...| 
See footnotes at end of table. 



EKLC 



Mil. — 
dol. 



-Perctntant of U.S. total 



5 

5,10 
5,10 



1.1 21.8 1.0 1.0 
76.3 78.1 50.8 40.8 
.2*.5 83.9 34.9 31.,0| 



3.1 0.5 5.0 0.0 6oV 



5 . 31.7 96.3 71.4 65^9 

5,10 5.5 22.9 3.0 0.0 

5,10 18.9 83.6 52.4 32.1 

5,10 10.4 73.7 33.5 25^4 

5" 0.3 1.0 0.0 - 0.0 

5,10 1,640.7 64.3 32.7 23.7 

8 117.8 96.7 76.2. 68.5 



0.0 20.0 0.9 78.2 9.0 

10.0 20.0 7.3 21.9 , 4.3 3.3 4.6 , s's UQ Tl 

3.9 27.0 22.1 ^16.1 9.2 2.8 1.3 2.8 0.0 0.0 

■- 5.5 24.9 0.0 3.7 0.6 0.6' ' 2.2 '0.3 0.0 0.0 

3.0 15.5 4.4^ 77.1 66.2 9.6 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 
20.3 23.4 7.8 16.4 3.8 0.6 2.4 8.9 0.2 0.5 

8.1 22.6 17.6 26.3 7.7 6.2 5:8 5.3 I'.l tf.2 
,0.0 0.0 1.0 99.0 0.0 0.0 0.^ 78'.0 0.0 21.0 

.O n.q 10.6, 35.7 6.4 5.1 7.2 ll.l 1.2 4.7 

''^ ^^'3 ^'2 3.3 1.3 1.4 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 

— ^ ' I 



- 1,952.7 67.3 '36.7 27.8 



8.9 M.6 10.0 32.7 6.0 4.7 6.6 10.0 



J- , 2,324.7 62.0 ^33 .4 25.3 



8.2 19.4 9.\^ 38.0 6.4 5.0 8.5 12.3 (.4 4.3 ( 















4.7 '77.7 -^.6 


7.8 


4.7 


28.7 


22.3 


.11.8 


0.1 100.0 100.0 I'oo.o 


, 0,0 


' O.Q,. 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


1.4 ,80.3 3.4 ' 0.8 


2y6 


60.0: 


16^8 


' J9.7 


5.2 


0.3 100.0 100.0 100.0 
12.5 100.0 79I4 26.6 


0.0 
52.8 


0.0 
,16.8 


.0.0 

■3:8 


0.0 
0.0 


* 0.0 

\o.o 


12.8 98.8 97.5 40al 


/57.4' 


1 

0.7 


0.5 


1.2 


0.7 


0.'6 100.0 100.0 100.0 


0.0^ 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


o.d 




0.1 


0.0 


10.3 


0.0 




t 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


10.0 


2.B 


1.8 


0.0 


0.0 ■•. . 


0.9 


0.0 


,0.0 


0.0 


fl.O 


0.0 


0.0 

J 


,0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.5 




■a.o 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 



32.3 95.4 78.7 34.4 
— 



4.3 10.1 .6.6 



,4.6 2.2 0.| 0:2 1.6 _0.0 



0.0 



5 ' • iXj • ,3-3 86.7 6.4 8.8 1218 31 .2 2.5 -25.0 
"*? ?• ^'^ ^'^ >5-^t4^ 8.7 79.1 J. 7 5,8 16.0 21.1 1.9 25.5 
^"-^ "-^ O-" 0'^ i;*\.0 54.3 0.0 0-.6 19.0 28.2 0.0 .5 



7;3.2 21.5 3.4 3.0 



0.4 7.9 10.2 78.5 7.9' 5.9 15.7 22.8 1.9 24.3 



Cont Inued 



AppiQdlx tibli 3— Parcentiga distribution d Federal outlays for contaunity'and industrial developtaent ii^ matropoUtan and noniaetropolita|i cquntiesi 

f v ^l^acal 1976-Continjted ' s . 



SubfuQCtioo» dapartnent, ind program 



I 

I f 

■ CFDA I Type of 
prog ran | program 2/| 
nuiiber 11 \ 



• I I 
U.S. I |_ 
total I Total f 



jtletropolltaircountlti ' 



Greater 



I I 



iTotall Cora | Fringe 
1_J \ 



Nonmatropolitan counties^ 



urbanized !' J"' ^ I totally 
I urbapiied | rural 

|Mediuin|Le8flBr|Total|Adja-|Non- |Adja-|Noa- jAdJa-|Non- 

Icent |adja-|cent |adja-|cent ladja** 

I [cent I leant I . [cent 



20.214 



Dapartieot of Transportation : 

Higbvax baautification 

Highvaj atudiaa, planning and ' | ' 

cooacructioa • T 20.205 

DavalopMnt highway lyf tai- •{ 

"^Appalachia I 23.003 

Airport davalopoant aid prograu ....| 20.102 
' Airport planning grant pirograi 20.103 
Grant! In aid for airpor^s-A/A | 

trust funda • I NA 

Intarli oparating asaf.^ Fed. , | 

Railroad A4iiin. • | 20.305 

Urban laas transportation fund' | 20.500 

Coaat Guard aarina» harbor, and | 

•hore aarvlca 

Enginaarin^g and devel^ Fed. ^ J > 

Aviation Adiis. .^....'| . NA , 

Railroad Vei^arch and davvlopnant ... | • NA 

/ Railroad aafaty ^...i I NA . 

Raaaarch davsl «-A/A trust fund • . . . j NA 

Traffic and highway safaty ...^.1 NA 

Offioa of \U Adainiatrator, Fed. \\ 

Railroad Adaln .....j NA 

Oparatori, Fad. Aviation Adain. ...<.| NA' 



Mil* 
del. 



29.3 73.0 9.8 6.6 
4,806.8 >i0.4 23.1 15.4 



'Percentage 



of 11. St total— 



155.1 9.9 0.4^ 0.2 
0.3 92.0 84.'0 84.0 
2.6 73.9 44.7. 40.0 



3.2 37.5 

9.7 25.0 

0.2 7.2 

.0.0 3.8 

4.7 21.0 



1.2 22.6 7;5 6.2 1.4 4.7 

. 75.5 100.0 53.0 53.0 0.0 43.7 
1,669.0 97'.9 85.1 82.8 ,2.3 10.'5/ 



;,8 92p.2 80.9 54/ 49.0 5.9 16, 



7,8 
7 
7 



9.9 100.0 50.0 49.8 

34.9 99.4 34,9' 52.1 

9.8 99 . 9 . 78.0 71.3 

51.8 99.9 66.5 66.5 

?7.0 .96.8 79.1 75.3 

5.2 100.0 96.8 95. l' 

1,319.1 93.0 50.4 5a^9 



0.3 23.7 

2.8 15.7 

6.6 20.5 

0.0 1.7 

3.8 , lyi 

IJ. 0.5 

10.5 31.3 



26.3 
28.8 

i;4 

31.7 
3.6 



7.0 


9.3 


0.4 


3.7 


9.0 


11.7 


1.8 


5.2 


20.2 


24.7 


9.1 


15.0 


0.4 


1.8 


p.o 


. 0.5 


3.3 


5.6 


^ 0.0 


3.2 


5.0 


2.2 


19.0 


6.0 


O.O 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


1.0 


10.8 


0.2 


l'.3v 


0.0, 


0.0 


0.0" 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


O.Q 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 



0.1 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 ' 0.0 0.1 
3.2 2.3 0.1 0.6 - 0.2 0.0 0.0 



2.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
11.4 '7.0 1.2 3.1 0.2 1.5 O.l" 0.8 



Total, Dept. of Traisportation i\ 






9,170.9 74.3 43.4 


35.7 


7.7 


22.0 


8.9 


25.7 


.4.9 


3.3 


5.2 


7.9 


1.2 


3.3 


Civil Aaronauttca Boards . . 1 
































HA 


4 


72.5 99.8 85.7 


85.7 


0.0 


.11.3 


2.9 


• 0.2 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.2 


0.0 


0.0 


Civil Aeronautlca Board, aalariaa / j 
































NA 


8 


16.4 100.0 99.5 


98.4 


1.2 


0.2 


0.2 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 

r ■ — 


T6tal, Civil Aeronautics Board .| 






'88.9 99.9 88.2 


88.0 


,'0.2 


9.2 


• 2.4 


0.1 


0.0 


o.o' 


0.0 


0.1 


O.O 


0.0 








9,365.3 .74.2 '43.6 


35.9 


7-7 


21.8 


8.8 


25; 8 


4.9 


3.3 


5.2 


7.9 


1.1 


3.4 



EHVIROHMENTAI PROTECTION; 



Air pollution control progran ... 




2 


29.7 


89.6' 


42.0 


38.5 


3.5 


37.1 


10.4 


10.4 


7.8 


2.1 


0.1 


0.4 


0.0 


0.0 


Contr. grant! for vaata vater ... 




2 


4,292.8 


79.2 


45.8 


27.4 


18.3 


24.2 


9.2 


20.8 


8.0 


2.7 


3.5 


4.6 


0.9 


l'.l 






2,7,8 


147.7 


95.4 


66.4 


4^'.6 


16.8 


16.5 


12.5 


4.6 


3.0 


0.8 


0.2 


0.6 


O.0 


0.0 






2 


0.4 


86.5 


40..8 


40.8 


0.0 


13.r 


32.5 


13.5 


10.2 


3.3 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


Araavlda waate treatiunt ngt. 


1 














> 






















2 


52.2 


79.9 


28.7 


23.3 


5.4 


31.7 


19.5' 


20.1 


11.2 


4.6 . 


1.5 


2.8 




0.0 



Saa footnotaa at end of table. 
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lpp..dta UU. 1-P.t.«t«. dl.trlb.tta of Fri.,.l .utl.,. f., ■c,„t„ ..d tadi^ttl.! d.,,l.,«„ 1, ^„.^iit.. «d ™«,„.U,.,Lt(.., 

llic.1 IW-ClltllMd • I ■ , ' 



Subfuactloni dipirti<QC» and program 



. \ , . ... . . ^ 

Envlroniaagbt Protection A n ency* * 
Continued: , 

Operations, raaaarch, and * 

1^ ' facilities^/ , 

^ Solid waste disposal deio grants i. 

Solid vaste training grants 

Vater pollution control*-6tate and 

local lanpover developiaent 
* Vater^ pollution control progran > 

training grants ,,,, 

Air pollution control-technical 

Inforaatlon SVC0. 5/ 

Air pollution control-technical 

uilstme S/ ...M 

Buildings A ficllltles 

Enforceaent w ..M.f* 

Noise' pollution control-technical 

• asst. )} I 

Solid vaste tephnlcal asst« and ' 

infomatlon svcs 5/ .«.,'J , 

Water pollution control data pub 

svcs. |/ , 

Water pollution control— direct 

^ training 5/ 

Water quality controliaonltorlng 
aseti 5/ 



I 

CPDA I Type of 
progran | progran 2/ 

inuober 1/1 ' 



Total, Environinentftl 
Protection Agency 



Saall BuijineeftAdininistratlbn ! 
Air pdllutlcm control loans m 
Uate|: pollution control loans 

Total, Small Business 
Adminlstrarion 



59*025 
59.024 



Metropolitan counties 




J Nonnetropolltsn counties \ ' 

! Urbanized ' I Totally 

, I 1..^ _iurbanlied | rural 

jLe88er|Tota,l|AdJa-|Non- |AdJa-|Nqn- |AdJaHNon- 
I Icent jadja-jcent |adja-|cerft lajlja- 

J L Icent I. Icent I cent 



■Percentage of U.S. total 



( 



^ 



NA 

OO.Ui!!) 
66.026 


2.7,8 
2 
2 


.10.8 99.3 83.4 
3.8 92.9 85.6 
0.3 100.0^00.0 


78.0 
•85.6 
100.0 


5.5' 
O.O 
0.0 


8.8 
7.3 

0.0' 


7.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.7 
7.1 
0.0 


0.0 
1.9 

b.o 


0.3 
1.7 

0.0 


0.1 
0.9 
O'.O 


0.3 
2.6 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
AO 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


66.420 




1.0 80.6/49.7 
2.9 73.7 42.0 


35.1 


14.6 


22.6 


. 8.3 


19.4 


9.2 


3.0 


0.0 


7.2 


. 0.0 


0.0 


'66.W8 


2 


32.5 


9.5 


18.3 


13.3 


26.3 


26.3 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


66.009 


7,8 


, 1.4 100.0 65.5 


34.7 






JU.J 


u.u 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0^ 


66.008 
NA 
NA 


7,8 
7,8 
2,7,8 


6.4 99.5 72.1 
0.6 94.2 48.2 
37.4 99.9 98.8 


55.2 
44.2 
78.5 


16.9 
3.9 
20.3 


0.9 
24.2 
0.8 


26.5 
21.9 
0.4 


0.5 
5.8 

o.r 


0.5 
0.0 
0.1 


0.0 
5.8 
0.0, 


0.0 

0.0' 

0.0 


0.0 
0.0. 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


66.030 

r 


7,8 


0.9 100.0 98.9 


80.2 


18.6 


I'l 


0.0 


' 0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 ' 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


66.011 


' 7,8 


5.5 99.5 99.2 


86.0 


13.2 


0.2 


0.2 


0.5 


0.1 


0.0 


0.0 


0.4 


0.0 


0.0 


66.416 




1.0 100.0 1 00.0 79.1 


• 20.9 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


66.417 


7,8 

* 


0.6 100.0 100.0 


93.7' 


6,3 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


66.422 


• 7,8 


2.3 100.0 99.1 


90.3 


8.8 


0.9 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 






4,597.7 80.1 46.9 


28.9 


18.0 


23.8 


9.3 


19.9 


7.7 


'2.6 


3.3 


4.3 


0.9 


1.1 



5 

5,10 



■3.5 87.4 32.1 24.9 7.2 53.7 1.7 'l2.6 7.7 0.0 0.0 2.1 0 
5.4 60.2 14.5 12.5 2.0 25.6 20.1 3.9 11.6 0.0 '9.8 10.8 0 



2.7 
7.2 



8.9 71,0 21.4 17.4 ' 4.0 36.7 12.8 29.0 10.1 0.0 5,9 ).k 0.2 5.4 
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Appeili^x tiblfl 3— Farcentlge dUcributlon of Federal outlays for conununlty and Industrial development In metropolitan and nonn]etro|)olltan counties, 

fiscal I976"Contlnued 



Subfunctlon, departnent, and program 



I , ■ .u-^ 

CFDA I Type of | U.S. 
program Iprpgrani,^/! total 
hunber l/| ' *} 



Metropolitan counties 



Nonaetropblltan counrles 



Total, Envlroanental 
Protection' 



Total, CooiDunlty and 
Industrial Development 

\ 



Less, 



Totally 



i j" I I "^'^^^^'^^ I urbanized I ruraj' \ 
|Mcdlum|Le9ser|Total lAdjHNoH^^ 
iTotall Core |Frlnge| ' * [ j Jcent j^dja-jcent ladja-jcwitl^adja*'** 

^ I ' I jcent, I Icent^l f& 



1^ \. 



■ T Mill ~«™*^^^->.>.^^*....**^-«*«— *« percentaRe of UiS. total - 



' ~ 7 

4,606.6 80.1 46.? 28.9 18.0 23.r 9.3 19.9 7.7 2.6 3.3 

■ — "^-^ — ^ — ^ — ^ 



- 29.394-6 69.3 38.2 29.8 I 8.4 22.6 8.5 30.7 6.5 3.6 7.1 \8ii 



NA » Hot available. ' '* , \ 

— ■ Hot applicable. 

\l Indicates the program Identification number, if any, as given in the U.S. Office of Management and Bifdget, CataloR of Federal. Bomejsrtr^ 
2/ Program types are Indicated by the following codes; (1) iormula grants; (2) project grants; (3) all othej grants; (4) d^ect payments; ()) 
loans; (6") insurance; (7) contractual procurement; (8) salaries and expenses; (9) donation of property, goods, and commodities; and (10) guarant^lf 
surea loan;. Dollars reported for the latter two types of programs indicate the level of "Indirect Federal Support" to im\ areas but do not, 
the actual transfer of Federal dollars. For this reason, many analyses exclude these programs. ^^ 

3/ Outlays prorated to the county level based on a previous year's survey of consumers and subscribers by county{. , 
' 4/ Prorated equally to counties within each redevelopment, district located In 13 Appalachian states. 
5/ Outlays attributing to each,|luty station are prorated among counties based on the number of operating units In each county.^ 
6/ Total outlays are prorated to the State and county levels on the basis of the distribution of total payroll coats. 
7/ Includes only general revenue sharing funds paid directly to local governments* 

Source; Cominlty Services Administration. ' 
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^miU t^l. 4-P.rc.nt.g. dLtrlbutlon of P.d.t,l outlay, for .gticultur. .nd oat^it.! rwoutc ln,«ettopolltij, .nd noctropollcn countle.. 
. <lic«l 1976 ■ ' 



■ /! I I 

•■ I CFDA I Type of | 
Subfunctlon, dtpirtne^C, and ptogran | ptogtai iprogran 2/| 

Inumbar ll\ ■ " \ 



I I 



Metropolitan counties 



Nonmetropolitan counties 



U.S. I ' I 
total iTotall' 



I 

.. . , . 

ACRICULTURE ilSSmANCE Art) CROPLAND j 
ADJUSTHENT: | 

DepartBtnt of Agrlcultute : • | 

Cotton production itabilltation ...| 10.052 

,Feid grain production etabllixation 10.055 

National Wool Act payiWDts | 10.059 

Sugar Act progfaa ; .j 'ha 

Uheat productiOQ stabilization | 10*058 

lotoeo 

NA 



Mil. 

Ml 



I I ' I 



Greater 

r 

iTotal'l Core |PriDge| 



Urbanised 



Lees , I Totally 

urbanired I rural 

iMedlumlLesser iTotal |AdJa-|Non-.|AdJa^|Non- |AdJaHNon- 



jcent |adja-|cent*|adja-|cent |adja- 
Icent 



i 1 J I icent I Icent I Icent 



■Percentage of U.S. totaL 



Dairy and beekeeper indennity paynent 

Cropland adjustaer^ progran V| 

Cropland adjuatm^rit program- , | 

public access | 

Cropland 'conversion prograa ...j ha 

Crop insurance indeaalty -payments 3/ ...j 10.^50 
Adaln* & oper. exp., Fed Crop Ins. Corp.j NA 



120.0 
115.4 
39.2 
6.9 
53.1 
* >3.7 
36.7 

0.6 

, 0.1 
66.0 
16.9 



Total, Agriculture Assistsnce 
and C,ropland Adjustnent • 



«fr.5 



AGRICULTURE AND FISH RESEARCH AND. SERl^CESJj 
Departnent of Agriculture ; 

Cottaodlty loans ....f. | 10.051 

'Storage facility and equip, loans ......j 10.056 

Emergency dissBcer loans | 10.404 

Eoergency livestock loans | 10.425 

Faro operating loans' | io,406 

Fari ownership loans | 10.407 

> Grazing assn. loans I | 10.408 

Cooperative Extension Service 4/ ..| NA 

Payments to agrlc exper. stations j 10.203 

Agricultural product grading ] 10.150 

Agricultural Btatistics reports j 10.950 

Xoofflodlty Credit Corporation Fund 5/ ...j NA 
Energy, research and development ....... | NA 

Funds for strengthening nkts.i income j 

and supp.^/ | ^ 

Insp. and grading of farm products .....j NA 
Livestock and poultry nkt. supervision .| 10.800 

Markit neli service ...| 10.153 

Market^ supervision .....,......f.jr:.oV.......|' 10.154 

Marketing agreemeivi^s and' orders ..| 10.155 

Neat and poultry inspection ..| 10.027 

Plant and aninal disease & pear control. | 10.025 
Agricultural Research Service, S&E | NA 



u.o 


1.2 


0.1, 


1.1 


4.4 


9.r 


2.1 


0.2 


1.9 


3.3 


113 


■i.7 


0.5 


1.2 


6.2 


w.o 


4.0 


3.6 


0.4 


25.3 


7.2 


0.8 


O.I 


0.7 


1.7 


35. B 


5.3 


3.2 


2.2 


12.9 


16.3 


4.1 
■< 


0.5 


3.6 


6.9 


21. S 


4.7 


0.4 


4.4 


11.7 


17.5 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


1.2 


20.8 


0.9 


0.1 


0.9 


6.0 


50.8 


26.6 


25.6 


. I.O 




15.0 


2.6 


i.2;.'v 


1.4 


-+ 

S.l 



8.4 


86.0 


5.3 


9.5 


18.5 


40.3 


7.0 


5$ 


3.7 


■ 90.9 


2.7 


3.3 


15.8 


36.1 


6.9 


26.1, 


5./ 

10^6 


86.7 


4.7 


10.4 


7.6 


31.4 


8.1 


24.5 


60.0 10.3 


45.3 


4.4 




0.0 


0.0 


4.7 


92.8. 


1.6 


3.6 


.--^ 


30.8 


3.0 


45.9 


17.6 


•64.2 


10.2 


19.7 


10.0 


16.3 


1.1 


6.9 


5.3 


83.7 


6.5 


•6.1 


21.3 


28.1' 


6.6 


15.1 


5.1 


78.5 


10.3 


3.6 


17.7 


21.5 


6.5 


18.9 


16.3 


■82.5 


4.2 


0.0 


33.3 


16.9 


0.5 


27.7 


13.8 




5.2 


6.6 


18.8 


26.4 


6.8 


15.5 


9.8 


49.2 


4.2 


8.6 


11.5 


14.3 


2.5 


8.2 



7.2 85.0 4.3 7.2 15.4 32.6 



6.2 19.2 



5 
5 

10 
10 
10 
10 
10 

1 
I 



49.8 
476.8 
331.1 
5J7.8 
422.0 
4.0 
214.4 
80.9 
31.5 
33.4 
3.2 
1.1. 

6.1 
42.; 
5.0 
11.4 '■ 
4.1 
3.6 

197.2 

128.7 

243.6 



20.9 
15.7 
14.9 
12.1 
12.0 
10.8 
0.0 
50.3 
54.1 
93.6 
95.1 
99.3 
20.6 

100,. 0 
88.2 
100.0 
94.5 
100.0 
100.0 
76.4 
89.2 
69.3 



See footnotes at end of table. 
O 

ERJC 



7.3 


6.0 


1.2 


9.2 


3.4 


0.1 


3.3 


5.7 


2.8 


.0.1 




6.7 


1.1 


. 0.4 


0.7 


6.3 


1.9 


0.3 


1.6 


. 5.2 


1.9 


0.1 


1.8 


5.2 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


.16.5 


12.4 


4.1 


19.1 


10.2 


8.1 


2.1 


22.6 


44.9 


41.3 


3.6 


31.9 


45.9 


45.0 


0.9' 


31.3 


72.3 


71.5 


0.7 


13.1 


0.0 

y 


,0.0 


0.0 


7.0 


96.2 


95.7 


0.4 


3.8 


49.6 


45.3' 


4.3 


23.0 


76.0 


blU 


8.4 


19.5 


70.9 


68.1 


2.8 


'15.1 


67^4 


66.6 


0.8 


24.8 


92. * 


91.3 


1.4 


4.3 


22.1 


13.9 


8.1 


35.6 


26.5 


16.5 


10.0, 


39.0 


42.6 


15.3 


27.3 


13.6 



4.5 


79.1 


6.8 


5.6 


84.3 


7.7 


5.4 


85.1 


6.3 


4.7 


87.9 


5.4 


4.9 


88.0 


7.5 


3.7 


89.2 


8.5 


0.0 


100.0 


0.0 


14.7 


49.7 


12.9 


21.4 


45.9 


29.4 


16.8 


6.4 


2.1 


17.9 


4.9 


0.8 


13.9 


0.7 


0.7 


13.6 


79.4 


46.6 


.0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


'l5.6 


11.8 


5.4 


4.4 


'o.o 


0.0 


•8.5 


5.5 


0.8 


7i9 


o:o 


0.0 


3.1 


o.'o 


0.0 


18.7 


23.6 


15.3 


23.7 


10.8 


7.5 


13.1 


30.7 


10.3 









9.5 
. 4.8 
11.4 

5.5 

8.2 

5.3 
32.9 

6.9 
10.0 

2'.9 
.-3.9 

O.p 
17.8 

0.0 
1.0 
0.0 
1.8 
0.0 
0.0 
7.3 
2.2 
7.5 



24.1 
23.5 
%i 
18.2 
20.3 
19.4 
25.4 
.9.4 

0.0 

0.3 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

1.8 

0.0 • 

1.1 

0.0 

0.0 

0.1 

,0.4 

1.9 



24.5 

27.4 

29.5 

29.6 

29.2 ■ 

28.7 

13.5 

12.6 

6.4 
'1.1 

0.0 

0.0 
15.0 

0.0 
. 3.4 
0.0 
1.8. 
0.0 

o.a 

0.91 

0.7 ^ 
6.3 



6.3 
5.9 
5.0 
4.2 
5.7 
5.4 
0.0 
2.8 
0.0 
0.0 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
O'.l 

o-.o 

0.0 
0.0. 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
3.6 



8*0 
14.8 
12.5 
24.9 
16.9 
21.9 
28.2 

5.2 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0' 

o.r 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
4.1 



Continued 
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Appindlx tibia 4~P«rcMlag« dl8trlbutlof( of Federal outlays for aijrlculture and natural resources in oettopolitan and qonuetropolitan coitntlei, 
' ■ ■ ' fiscal 1976~Contlnued . , ' . 5: 



■ ■ " 'II \ 

I I I 

I CFDA I Type of | U.S. 

Subfunction, dapartnnt, and progran I prograa jprograo 2/| total 
' ^ Inuuber 1/| ' " |; 

-J*! : I I. ■! - 



T 



Metropolitan counties 



Nonipetropolltan countica 



Greater 



I f I I Urbanized | , | '"^'"y 

J I I I I urbaniied J rural 



{ 



I 



Dapartmnt of Agriculture— Cont inued J 
Agriculturt Stabilization and 
CooMrvatl9o Servlca, SiE ..<....... 



NA 



Mil. 
dol. 



172.9 



lotall I 'I |HediuiB|Le8Ber|Total|AdJa-|Non- |AdJa<-|Non- |AdJa-|Non- 
,'lTotall Core iFring^J | | [cent |adja-|cent |adja-icent |adja- 
II I /I I I I ' Icent I Icent I leant 



-Percentage of U.S. total- 




;'2 23.9 17.4 \ 6.5 13.9 9.4 52.8 4.7 4.3 12.6 16.6 lo 10.6 



' 1 — 

Total, Dept. of Agriculture i.| - 

1 




4,083.3 

) 


30.7 


11.2 


7.1 


4.1' 


11.7 


. .7.8 


69.3 


8.1 


7.7 


16.4 


21.4 


4.3 11.3 


DipartMnt of jCoMtrci: 1 
Proiote and develop fishery products 5/ | NA 


8 


t.3 


93.3 


87.6 


77.7 


9.9 


4.9 


0.8' 


V 

6.7 


3.0 


1.2 


0.0 


2.2 


0*0 0.3 


DtpAtMi^t of the Interior: 1 
lodlaa agricultural extenaldn «1S«101 


8. 

' 8' 


• 2.4 
4.5 


80.8 


9.7 
32.4 


9.7 
30.9 


, 0.0 . 
1.5 


30.0 
33.2 


0.0 
15.2 


60.3 
19.2 


3.4 
l.« 


10.8 
10.6 


3.9 
0.1 


t 

13.2 
5.8 


K9 27.1 
0.1 0.8 






6.9 


'6^.6 


24.6 


23.6 


1.0, 


32.1 


10.0 


33.4 


2.4 


10.7 


1.4 


8.4 


0.7 9.9 


Siall Builoeaa Adnlnistration: '' 1 . 
Meat and poultry Iniptfction loans •> j 59.017 

. 1 


5,10 


. 3.9 


62.8 


24.0 


24.0. 

\ 


0.0 




3.1 


3^.2 


3.7 


11.6 


11.0 


8.3 


0.0 2.5 


Tbttl, Agriculture and Fish | " 

■I 




4,100.5 


30.9 


11.4 


7.3 


4.1 


11.7 


7.6 


69.1 


8.1 


7.7 


16.3 


■ /I 
21.4 


- 4> ' 
4.3 11.2 



mOKAL RESOURCES, COISERVATIOR, RECRX&TIOHJ 
ANDUIuiLlR: I 
Dipartiapt of Agriculture : y\ 

/ A|rlc. ^Doiarvatlon prograa | 10*063 

BMritotj conaervatloD laaauru j 10.054 

Grut Plaina conaerratlon | 10.900 

\ lorut protactloQ and utUlsatlon 7/ «..| NA 

Fortat toada and tralla ....T j NA 

Sdov aum; and vatar aupplj forecaat 10.907 

Youth CooaarvatloQ Corpa 7/ | 10.661 

liaourca couaarratlDn aad'dav .^| 10.901 

Raatoratloo of foraat laoda 7/ •...«..*. | NA 

llvar buln aurvaya and lnvaat I 10.906 

Soil and vatar conaamtlon | 10.902 

Soil aunaj ,..| 10.903 

Water bank progra « j 10.062 

^ Foreatry locantha prograva .j 10.C|64 

tfaterahed and floo<i prtventlon oper | 10.904 

Cooperative; foraat fire control 7/ | 10.656 

Cooptratlve foraat igit. h proceailng 7/| 10.657 

Cooperative foreatry leaearch j 10.202 

Cooperation in foraat tret planting 7/ .j 10*659 
Cooperative foraat loaect k dlip. con«7/j 10.658 



V 



2 


167.3 


24.9 


4.9 


2.0 


2.9 


11.5 8.6 


'2 


10.8 


.19.5 


3.0 


' 0.1 


2.8 


4.1 12.4 


AiS 


'22.0 


8.5 


1.9 


1.5 


0.4 


1.3 5.2 


8 


514.7 


38.6 


20.8 


15.9 


4.9 


9.6 8.1 


8 


,151.1 


23.6 


13.5 


9.2 


4.3 


3.9 6.3 


8 


2.7 


53.8 


17.8 


,17.0 


0.7 


24.0 12.0 


8 


6.9 


28.2 


12.8 


10.7 


2.1 . 


7.9 ,7.4 


2,8 


29.2 


27.1 


6.5 


4.5 


2.1 


12.3 7.9 


8 


. ff.O 


19.9 


4.9 


4.9 


0.0 


1.0 14.0 


8 


14.8 


76.8 


29.5 


22.0 


7.5 


30.1 17.2 


8 


163.1 


34.6 


io.i 


5.7 


4.4 


13.8 10.7 


8 


37.2 


50.1 


18.9 


8.0 


11.0 


16.7 14.5 


2 


2.0 


3.7 


0.1 


0.0 


O.l 


3i:K 0.1 
8.7^9.5 


2 


8.5 


25.1 


6.9 


1.1 


5.7 


2,8 


162.0 


40.1 


15.7 


7.5 


8.3 


16.7 7.8 


. 1 


^ 20.4 


69.6 


8.3 


'5.4 


2.9 


41.7 19.6 


1 


4.6 


67.2 


11.3 


7.5 


3.8 


39.0 16.9 


1 ' 


7.9 


48.2 


13.8 


12.3. 


1.4 


20.0 14.4 


2 


0.1 


25.5 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


21.2 4.3 


2 


7.2 


20.7 


.1.2 


1.0 


0.2 


10.7 8.8 




18.9 


22.6 


5.1 


14.4 


16.4 


30.6 


4.7 


12.9 


14.4 


29.5 


6.2 


32.5 


8.3 


21.6 


2.4 


u.i 


12.2 


30.5 


, 2.5 


12.9 


2.3 


16.9 


2.9 


10.1 


16.8 


18.9 


4.8 


17.2 


i;i.o 


25.3 


,6.8 


7.5 


5.9 


34.3 


0.0 


15.9 


3.0 


3.9 


0.5 


D.7 


14.1 


21.4 


3.9 


10.1 


8.9 


17.3 


2.5 


6.1 


3.8 


26.1 


3.6 


51.5 


19.5 


19.4 


9.3 


13.2 


16.9 


16.9 


5.4 


7.4 


5.5 


9.1 


0.4 


2.6 


7.2 


9.9 


0.3 


2.3 


0.0 


6.4 


0.0 


O.O 


8.6 


28.8 


3.6 


11.9 


3.0 


5.8 


0.6 


2.3 


Continued 
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Appendix tible 4-P«rc.ntig. distribution of Pedetal outlays for agriculture and natural reaourcee la netropolltan and nonietropolltan counties. 

fiscal 1976~Contlnuad 



' ,1.. I 

I CFDA I Type of 
Subf unction, departuent, And progran | program jprogra^^/ 

launber 1/| 

— n I " I 

. . I 

• . I 

Daptrtwt of Agrlculture- ^Continutdi | 

GcMril forestry «islitance 7/ s*.. | 10.660 2 

Ptyiiintaf to countleji, Nit'l irasslindt I ' . KA 4 

Piyitiit* to ititei» Nat'l forest funds •( MA 4 

Const, k operation of recreation facll..| RA 8 

Plant Materials for conservation | 10.905 8 

Hood prevention loans | 10.419 10 

Irrlg./drain. and other loans, r. ........ | '10.409 10 

Resource' cons, and develt loans • j 10.414 ' 10-^ 

Soil And vater loans .....j 10.416 lo' 

. ' \- : 

^ ^otal, Dept.^^rlcultiJre | . - 

Department ♦_of Coiaerc^ | . 

National Ctecanlc and AtmoBpherlc Adoln.J 

operations, research and facilities S/.j NA 8 

River and flood forecasts '5/ T..} 11.402 8 

Weather forecasts and warnings 5/ \ 11.404 8 

Coastal zone oanbgeiaent ^/ i...T ..j 11.418 8 

, Gcodectic controls survey 5/ | 11.400 8 

t ^ ^ 

Total, Dept. of Cotnoerce | — , — 

J; I 

Department of the Interior : j 
Oper.& oalnccnance— Indian irrigation, | 

syateo-area & regional development . . . . j NA ; 8 . 

Outdoor recreation, acq., devt, j i- 

. and training ..J | 15,400 2 

Laild^ & water conservation fund 7/ j NA ' 8 

Pub* land dcvel.—roads and trails 8/...| NA 7 

Federal Veclamatlon projects ...T....| 15.504 7,8 

Farm fish pond management 5/ j 15.603 8 

Indian forest fire suppression | 15.111 8 

Indian forest management ,| 15.112 8 

Indian lands-irrlg. & power'9/.........| 15^106 7,8 

Indian lands— range manageW". I 15.119 8 

, Indian lands—real estate appraisal.'.'... | 15.120 8 

Indian^ landS'-real estate servicea.i.M.j 15.121 8 

Indian' lands— soil & moisture cons ^| 15.126 8 

Indian rights protection..* .*...♦.[ 15.135 8 

Hanagement of land I resources 8/ j . NA 8 

Indian, lands-minerals S mining""... M... I 15.138^ 2 

Appalachia mine area • restorer Ion ....... I 23 .010 4 



I Metropolitan counties 

• I I 

U.S. I [ 
total j Total f 

I .[Total I Core | Fringe | 



'HonBetropolltan cduntlea 



Greater 



Lesa 

urbanlted I 



Totally 
rural 



Mil. 
dol. 



0.4 
1.0 

87.8 
2.6 
2.5 
0.8 
1.0 
1.1 

32:. 5 



J L_I 



I t I I I 
I I I I Urbanized [ 

jMediumlLesser (Total (AdJa-lNon- |AdJa-|Non- |AdJa-|Hon-^ 
I I (cent jadja-jcent (adja-lcent jadja* 
L I U Icent I ' Icent | Icent 



-Percentage of U.S. total- 



69.0 -16.3 


8.6 . 


7.7 


20.6 


32.2 


31.0 


1.5 


5.6 


3.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


1.8 


1.2 


97.0 


4.8 


2.8 


20.0 


♦.7 


:i.6 


3.1 


2.7 


12.? 


80.0 


11.3 


9.0 


33.1 


18.4 


16.5 


1.9 


8.8 


6.0 
>.3 


66.9 


6.2 


9.7 


30.3 


8.0 


2.0 


6.0 


15.1 


69.7 


11.7 


10.6 


67.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


' ^.0 


67.0 


33.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


100.0 


0.0 


1.9 


3.4 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


3.4 


0.0 


96.6 


0.0 


0.0 


*.9. 


0.6 


0.0 ' 


0.6 


1.7 


2.6 


95.1 


5.8 


3.0 



1,462.5 34.7 13,8 9.1 4.6 10.8 8.9 66.6 7.5 9.2 









■7 
f - 


12.0 


3.9 


i 


6.7 


50.0 


13.9 


1.0 


^69.5 


10.6 


27.9 


10.3 


10.8 


10.1' 


23.4 


3.2 


14.2 


17.3 


14.5 


6.3 


9.3 


a.o 


0.0 


0.0 


33.0 


0.0 


81.6 


0.0 


16.5 


7.3 


43.9 


0.9 


44.4 


11.0 


34.4 


5.0 


35.8 


11.9' 


22. '4 


3.9 


11.6 




89.2 (A.i 25.3 

97.9 .58.0 28.0 

44.9 27.6 

49.2 45.0 



88.1 
91.1 



96.0 95.5 0.4 



39.4 
29.9 
17.3 
4.3 
95.1 



16.5 
31.1 
28.3 
2f9 
0.0 



8.1 
8.8 
'14.9 
16.9 
0.4 



10.8 
2.1 

11.9 
8.9 
4.0' 



2.4 
0.0 
1.0 
8.9 
0.0 



1.7 
1.7 
5.1 
0.0 

0:0 



0.3 
0.0 
0.3 
0.0 
0.6 



3.6 



2.5 



0.3 

0.4 0.0^ 0.0 

3.2 0.4 1.9 

0.0 0.0 0.0 

0.0 3.4 0.0 




See footnotes at end of ta])le. 
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Appendix table (^-Percentage dlsrrlbutlon of Federal outlays for agriculture and natural re8ources(^ln metropolitan and nontnettopoUtan counties, 

fiscal 1976— Continued " - 

■ 1 . * 



Subfunctlon,,departaent, and program ^ 



I 

„ CPDA I Type of v 
prograo {program II 
number _l/| ^ 




I 



Metropolitan counties 



Greater 



I I 



NonaetropoUtan counties 



Urbanized 



Less i 
urbanized I 



Totally 

rural 



Totall I I iMedlumlLeBserlTotallAdja-rlNon- |AdjaHNonvlAdJa-|Non- 
jTotalj Core |Frlnge| ' | | jcent /jadja-jcent jadja-jcent jadja- 
T I .1 I I.I I /icent I Icent I Icent 



DepartBent of the Interior— Continued; 

Mineral res. & resource Info* h 
tech. asst. ••••• • 

Mines and nlnerals 

National vlldllfe refiige fund 5/ 

Permanent appropriations, 'land mgmt* jO/ 

Snail reclamations projects 9/ ......... 

' Construction & anadromous fish 5/ 

Bonneville power adaln.— const., 
oper- and malnt 

Archeologlcal Invest. & salvage 7/ 

Cona.i Corp o( Civil Engineers y 

Federal aid in fish reatorarion 
and ngmt. 5/ • 

Federal aid in vlldllfe restoration 5/ . 

Fish restoration 5/ 

Fishery research Information 5/ 

Geo. invest. Corps of Civ* Engineers 51 

Geol, mln., & vtr. res. invest. 

and topo nap. 11/ 

Migratory bird conservation acct. 5/.*.. 

Pesticide appraisal and monitoring 5/ .. 

Natl. Park Serv., plann. It const. 7/ ... 

Plann., dev. & oper. of rec facll. 2/ • 

Resource mgmt. fish & vlldllfe serv. 5/. 

Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, ^S&E ...«•• 

Wildlife research information 5/ 

Uildlife restoration 5/ 

Wildlife technical asst. 5/ 

Oper. & maint., Corp. of Civ. Eng. 51 «. 

Total, Dept. of ttie Interior 



Mil. 
dol. 



^Percentage of U.S. total-r 







77.0 


19.3 


c 

19.9 


Q A 




on Q 


01 n 
2J.0 


fl ft 
9.9 


D 7 


1.6} 


0 0 
2.0 


n ft 

o.u 


0.0 


NA *», / 


Q !0A in 


90.0 


67.4 


,55.9 


11.^ 


11.0 


1 n 7 


10.0 


3.7 


*1.3 


1.4 


3.5 


• 0.0 


o.l 


Ut A 


I A^ A 


28. 7., 16.2' 


12,0 


A *) 


3.0 




7 1 T 

71. J 


6.5, 


5*1 


21.5 


17.5 


L 7 
6.7 


13.9 


III /. 


!7? A 


12.1 


4.3 


2.5 


i.o 


I ' 4 


O.J 


07 ft 

87.9 


11.5 


16.3 


4.5 


34.6 


1 1 
1.1 


17.0 


It cft^ c 7 


,0 iJtJ 


45.7 


0.4 


0.0 






7 1 


t/ 0 
j4.3 


10.9 


p.o 


15.4 


2S.0 


n n ' 
0.0 


0.0 


Mki 7 

NA* / , 


\ 1 7 
1 J. / 


98.2 


95'. 8 


13.6 






n n 
U.U 


1 0 

1.0 


0.2 


0.1 


0.4 


0.8 


'0.3 


A A 

0.0 


Ul 7 
NA / , 


\ "Jlfl 7 


55; 7 


46.3 


24.1 


LLt'L 


1 n 


O.J 


HH. J 


7 n 

7.0 


1 7 n 

u.o 


Q \ 
O.J 


5.9 


2. '3 




ti^ drtQ A 
IJ.7U0 • • 0 




98.1 


97.5,, 65.9 


jl.O ^ 


n n 

U.U 


n k 


1.9 


1 n 

1.9 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


A A 

0.0 


NA 0 


i.j ■ 


73.7 


45.2 


24.7 


on A 


11 Q 


!A R 


OA 1 


19. J 


/■ 0 
i|.0 


0.0 




0.0 


. 0.1 


NA B 


0.6 


95.3 


76.0 


51.6 


24.3 


'0.0 


19.3 


4.7 


0.6 


0.0' 


1.7 


2.3 


OJ) 


0.1 


NA B 


1.0 


96.4 


96.4 


95.9. 


0.5 


' 0.0 


0.0 


3.6 


0.9 


0.0 


0.0' 


2.7 


-tfio 


0.1 


15.605 8 


' ■ 1.2 


99.9 


92.6 


76.5 


16.2 


7.0 


0.2' 


0.1 


'0.0 


0.1 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


15.604 8 


6.2 


41.9 


11.4 


11.4 


0.0 


6.3 


24.2 


58.1 


'22.3 


5.5 


9.2 


16.3 


0.6 


4.1 


NA B 


,1.3 


71.0 


40.4 


24.0 


16.4 


14.2 


16.4 


29.0 


21.1 


7.1 


0.0 


0.9 


0.0 


0.0 


1 

NA B 


324.7 


89.3 


68.6 


9.8 


58.8 


15.4 


5.2 


10.7 


U4 


2.9 


0.4 


5.7 


O.l 


0.2 


NA . 8 


4.3 


73.0 


63.2 


48.2 


15.0 


4.3 


5.5 


27.0 


0.0 


10.3 


M 


14.6 


1-9, 


0.0 


15.607 B 


53^ 


94.7 


70.6 


12.5 


58.0 


2.0 


'22.1 


5.3 


2.3 


0.0 


0.3 


1.9 


0.0 


0.8 


NA B 




77.2 


65.0 


47.0 


18.0 


6.9 


5.2 




4.5 


1.8 


.4.8 


6.0 


0.2 


5:6 


NA 8 


10.7 


28.B 


22.5 


15.4 


7.1 


4.1 


2.3 




W3.I 


21.9 


9.0 


16.3 


3.2 


17.7 


NA 8 


78.5 


58.1 


37.3 


27.4 


9.9 


11.0 


9.7 


4K9 


6.2 


5.8 


6.0 


15.1 


2.8 


6.2 


NA 8 


4.7 


iOO.O 


88.1 


78.7 


9.4 


5.7 


6.2 


OkO;- 


0.0 . 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


15.610 ' 8 


•8.9 


65.6 


48.4 


13.2 


35.2 


8.7 


^.6 


34.4 


11.7 


4,8 


1.1 


16.5 


0.0 


0.3 


15.611 ' B 


2.5 


99.2 


91.2 


78.4 


12.8 


7.8 


0.2 


0,8 


0..7 


p.o 


' 0.0 


' 0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


15.6^3 8 


. ■ 0.3 


60.1 


22.4 


18.6 


3.8 


22.8 


14.9 


39.9 


4.2 ' 


8.9 


2.9 


17.0 


1.3 


5.5 


NA 8 


1.2 


11.4 


11.4 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


88.6 


0.0 ^ 


0.0 


o.d 


69.9 


18.7 


0.0 



2,462.3 56.9 37.0 20.7 16.3 12.4 7.5 43.1 5.7 9.5^ 5.0 14.2 1.1 7.7 



See footnotes at end of table. 
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Appendix ubli 4(^P«mat«gi distribution of Federal otjitlaya for agriculture and natural resources In metropbUtan^and nonmetropollt^iTbountles, 



flBcal 1976--Contlnued 



/ 



Subfunctloni department, and program 



I I I 
I ■ I I 

I CPDA . I Type of | 
I piogrin Iprograo 2/| 
"I 

L 



L 



Metropolitan counties 



Inuober ^/| 



U'S. I J. 
total |Totai| 



Creater ■' 



betro^oUtaji* 



counties 



Urbanized 



Less 
urbanized 



Totj[lly 
rural 



1 



I 




■|. r |MedW|Le88er|ToCal|AdJa-|Non- |AdJa-|Non- |Adja-|Non- 
iTotall Cor? |Prlnge| / I ' J jcent jadja-lcent jadja-icent jadja- 



''■'■^cy^-~'~' ^Percenta&ej[f_U>S 



I [cent I I cent 



[cent 



total- 



Total, Na^ral lesources, Conser-| 
vatlon, Recreation, & Wildlife .|, 



4,336.4 52.1 '31.5 17-3 14.2 12.4. 8.1 



'47y9 



6.q 8.7 . 6.9 15.9 2,Q 8.5 



lU. Total, Agriculture and 
Natural Resources .... 



.1 



8,8^5.4 



40.A 20.7 11.8 8.9 



r 

11.7 



7.9 59.6 6.9 8.2 llj 19.3 3.3 10.3 



NA ■ Not avallablet . - • , 

7" ■ Not applicable. ^ ' ' .-^ 

1/ Indicates the program Identltlcatlbn nuaber. If any, as glven^ln the U.S. Office of Mariagement and Budget, Cacalog of Federal Domestic AsslBtance . 
2/ Program types- are Indicated by the following codes; (I) formula grants; (2) project grants; (3) all other grants^ (4) direct payments; (5^ direct j 
loans; (6) Insurance; (7) contractual procurement ;.J8) saljirles'and expenses; (9) donation of property, goods, and commodities; and (10) guaranteed/ 
Inaured loans. Dollars reported for the latter two types of progrps Indicate the level of "Indirect Federal support" to local areas but do not ^ 
represent the actual transfer of 'Federal dollars. For this reason, ^nany analyses exclude these programs^' ' 

3/ County-level outlays are estimated on the basis of the fraction of each State's special group population In each county (e.g., reclpleht'of a- 
apedflc service, State employees, veterans)* 
'4/ Prorated to the State and county levdls according to the geographic distribution of employees. 

5/ Outlays attributing to. each duty station are prorated 'among counties based on the number of operating units In each county. 
6/ Outlays other than for salaries are estimated on the iasls of total eniployment levels at each duty station. Actual payroll costs are used In 
computing total esrkt^d outlays In each count]^.^ , 
.7/ Prorated to ftate and county levela by estimated obllgatl^ . , 
8/ Outlays are /allocated or Identified to the location the purchasing office. ' _ 

9/'0utlay8 are/prorated to the State, city, and county le)?fclfi primarily on trie basis of payroll coitj. 

^/ Prorated toiState and county levels by the size of geograpliW area.* ' ■ ' 

Ji( Total outlays are prorated among counties In the same proportion as payrolls, for which actual data are available. < • 



Source: Community Services Administration. 



Appendix table 5— PercenWge distribution of Federal outlays tor defense and space In aetropolltan and non^tropoll|an cqiu^tlej, fiscal. 1976 .. 



I 



.1 



I I < 1 ^.1 I 

1 ' , I C?DA I Type of i U.S. [ ' | 

.'Subfunctldn, department, and prograi j prograa jprogrin 2/| total "^iTotall 



Inuiiber 1/| Si 



Metropolltatf' counties 

I I I 

'I | , |Mluin|Le88er|Total|Ad]a-|Non- |Adja-|Non- |AdJa-|Nonr 



Greater 



Nonmetropolitan countlea 

, Urbadhpd! t"" J^"^'^? ' 
I ^ I urbanized I rural.- 



I 



Total, Defense Clontracts •! — 

' ■ > I 

DEFENSE FATROLL: ' j 

Department of Defense ; | , 

Civilian pay 5/ .....[ 

Military active duty^ pay 5/ | 

Military reserve h ^t'l Guard pay 5/| 



Military retired pay 6/ 

Total, Defease Payroll ........ 

, AERONAUTICS AND^SPACE: 
National Aeronautics and Space 
: AdBlnletratloo ; . 

Construction and facilities 

Research and developnent ■.' 

Research and progran nanagenent . . 

Technology utilization 

Space science education project 

. . Total, Aeronautics and Space 
Total, Defense and Space .• 



NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 



.1 
I- 

I - 



1 



DEFENSE CONTRACTS: | 
DepartBant of Defense ! | 

Civilian functions prlae contracts 3/1 NA 7 

Military prlne construe contracts 3/1 NA . 7 

lijUltary prlne ROTE contracts 3/ ..T.] NA 7 

' idutary prlne service contracTa 3/ .j NA 7 

Military prloe supply contracts^i^7 •• I NA 7 

Frlne contracts less than $10,000 4/ I NA 7 



Mil. 
dol. 



I llo^alj Core jprlngel 
I L 



I I I cent |adja-|cent |adja-lcent j ad jar 
I , I I Icent I Icent 1 'Iceiit • 



-Percentage of U.S. total- 



1,394.8 1*6.1 24.2 18.2' 6.0 . 

1,596.8 67.4 21.7 10.0 11.7 

6,771.3 96.9 80.3 57.5 12.8 

7,057.2 87.0 58.5 48.2 10.3 

23,538.7 89.6-60.8 47.5 13.3 

4,528.7 86.7 43.8 37.2 6.6 



13.6 
29.3, 
13.8 
18.7 

30. r 



8.4 
16.5 
2.8 
9.8 
7.5 
12.8 



53.8 
32.5 
-3.1 



6.9 6.9 
17.2 9.9 
2.2 0.3 



13.0 ?r 5.9. 4.9 



10.5 
13.4 



4.9 t.9 
6.3 4.9 



14.4 
2.8 
0.1 
0.9 
1.5 
1.1 



U.3 

1.2 
8.4 
0.7 
1.6 



4.0 
0.3 
0.0 
0.1 
0.3 
0.0 



10.3. 
1.2 
0.1 
0.5 
0.3 
0.0 



- 44,887.5. 87.8 59.1 47.4' 11.8 20.7 8.0. 12.2 5.3 2.8 '1.6 1.5 .33 0.5 



8 12,840.5 84.6 37.6 22.7 14.8 

8 14,709.4 75.0 25.2 13.0 10.2 

. 1,736.2 71.2 S1.9 21..5 10.4 

.7,^41. 5' ^.1 34.7 25.6 9.1 

^ * , ■ ■ - - . — ... - 

'35,527.7 80.0 31.7 20. 1 ll.5 




NA 
.1 NA 
.| NA 
.| 43.002 
. I 43.001 

J— 



0.3, 
0.5' 
1.3. 
0.6 

0.5 



^5.4 


96.4 


33.8 


29.7 


4.2 


19.9 


42.7 3.5 


0.4 /fcl 


0.4 


0.0 


OW 


2.4 


2,733.9 


97.6 


84.5 


74.2 


10.2 


8.7-^ 


4.4 2.4 


0.7f 0.2 


1.3 


0.2 


0.0^ 


0.2 


719.4 


98.2 


55.5 


40.6 


15.0 


30.6 


12.2 1.8 


.0.1 O'.O 


0.0 


0.0 


1.7 


11-. 5 


95.4 


85.0 


70.7' 


13.3 


6.6 


^.0 4.5 


1.6 1.5 


0.6 


0.5 


0.0 . 


0.4 


1.0 


0.0. 


0.0 


0.0 


o'.o 




0.0 Wlll.O 


0.2 99.9 


o.d 


0.0 


0.0 ' 


0,0 



.1 - 



7 
7 
8 
7 

7,8 



- 3,561.2 97.6 77.2 66.2 11.0 13.4 7.0 2.4 0.6 0.2 1.0 ':0.1 0.0 0.6 
84,976.4 8A.9 48,1 06.4 > 11.7 25.3 41.4 ' 15.2 . 6.1, 4.9 1.7 1.6 0.2 0.6 



HA « JJot available ^. . - * 

— ■ Not applicable.^ V j , > 

y .Indkatea the progran Idenclflcatlon Quaib6r/ If any, aa given In the U.S. Office of Management and fiudget, Catalog of Federal DotneBtl(y Aflfllatance . 

2/*Prograa typea are Indicated by the follovlng codea: (i) formula granta; (2) project granta; (3) all other grants; (4) direct payments; (5), direct . 
loans; (6) Insurance; (7) contractual procurement; (8) salaries and-expensea; (9) donation of property, goods, and commodities; and (10) guaranteed/ 1q- 
ivred Idana. Dollars repotted for the latter two' types of programs Indicate 'the level of "Indirect Fe,^eral suppok" to local areas butslo not^repreaent 
It^e' actuatl transfer of Federal dollars. For this reaaon, loany analyaes exclude these programs < , ^ 

3/ Outlays are Identified to. the location of the prime- contractor'a main office. ^ 
, "4/ Outlays are Identified to the location of the purchasing office. " « ' ' \ 

5/ Outlays prorated to State and county levels according to the geographic distribution of employee's » . . 

6/ County-level outlays are estimated .on the basis of the fraction of each State's special group population in each county (eig«, vetec;an8, recipients 
of a specific service, State employees)* ' ^ ' . 



Source: Comuoity Services Adninlstratloa* 

FRir 



Appandtt table 6— Percentage dlstrlbutlrt of Federal outlays for ju5tice and law enforceaent in nctropolltan and nonnietropoUtan counticfl, 

" fiscal 1975 . • ^ 



Departnent and progran / 



' \ : I 

CFDA I Type of , | 

program | program 1 

number 1/| | 

—III -1 



U.S. 
total 



HetropoUtan counties * I HNonmetropoUtart cuiUDtles' ^ 



Greater 



J 



I Less 
urbanl'ted 



Total 



Totilly 

i:urat; j^- ; 



Urbanized 

I I I I urbanited | tur^^^ 

lMedluia|Le8Ber|Total|AdJa-|Non- lAd;|a-|Non-,|Adfa-lNoii 
iTotall Core\|Frlnge| | | |pent |adja-|cent |adJa-|centHadja 
I I I I ■ Icent I Icent 1 ^ ^jcen 



Dept. of Healthi Education & Welfare ; 
Civil rights technical assist, and 

training 

- Runaway youth act 

Office of Civil Kights 

» 

Total) Dept* of Healthy 
Education^ and Welfare *•>• 

Departnent of Justice ; 
^ Di8creti(>nary grants 

J,JDP spkial emphasis, prev. and 

treatment 

' Criminal j'ustlce-r-statistjcs dev. . 

InternshiiflB 

JJDP National Institute ........... 

Research and development 

Technical assistance ^ 

Training 

^ LEEP-student financial aid 

Management operational LEAA 

BIdge. & facilities I Bur. of Prisons 3/ 

Community relations service 3/ ..> 

Federal prison industries fund 3/ 

Salaries, fees and expenses 3/ 4/5/ .. 

Support of U.S. prisoners 3/ « 

, Total, De^rtment of Justice 

Treasury Departcient i , 
Bureau ^of Alcohol, Tobacco 

and Firearms, S&E 6/ 

U.S. Customs Service, S&E......*.' 

U.S. Secret Service, S&E 7/ 

jotal, treasury Department > 

See footnotes at end of table, " 



13.405 
13.623 
NA 



dol. 



5.2 
5.6 
15.3 



■"" fPercentaRe of U.S. total- 



85.7 
95.4 

100*0 



34.2 
52.0 
100.0 



32.7 1.5 ^0.2 
42.9 9.1 28.6 
100.0 d.O 0.0 



li;3 14.3 
14.7 .4.6 
0.0^^ p'.O 



10.0 0.0 Zi0'-^2.3 (J.O 0.0 
0.7 ' 3.0 Q.8f '0.2 0.0^' O.Ov 
0.0 . 0.0 O.i 0.0. '0.0 'O.tf 



.'27.2 96.1 *75.6 73.1 .2.5 ' 14.7 5.8 3.^ 



2!l 0.7 0.6 0.5. O.O'^O.ID^ 



'^6.501 


2 


104.4 


93.1 


39.2 


38.3 


0.9 


39.4 


14.5 

> 


" 6.9 


3.4 


16^517 . 


2 " 


10.7 


92.0 


39.7 


39.3 


0'.3 


50.7 


1.7 


ro" 


6.6 


16.509 


' 3 


6.8 


92.7 


\U 


48.8 


5.t) 


32.0 


6.9 


7.3 


3.7 


16.512 




0.2 


100.0 


S0.7 


50.7 


tf.O 


. 36.9 


12.4 


0.0 


0.0 


16.5l<i ' 




^3.6 


95.7 


'77.6 


63.1' 


14.S 


. 0.0 


.18.2 


4.3, 


4.3 


16.507 


3 


12.9 


97.5 


86.9 


68.6 


18.3 


10.4 


0.2 


2.5 


2.5 


^Ib » ■ 


3 


12.5' 


81.1 


7lfO 


66.9 


4.1 


'4.3 


5.9 


18.9 


17.4 


16.513 


3,7 


2.3, 


too.o 


100.0 


100.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


16.5t)4 


4,7 


40.9 


82.5 


48.3 


38.3 


10.0 


, 24.5 


• 9.7 


17.5 


7.5 


NA 


7,8 


49.8 


98.2 


93.8 


: 86.4 


7.4 


(f.4 


4.0 


1.8 


0.0 


NA 


8 


14.5 


74.4 


21.6 


19.« 


2.1 


' 33.4 


29.4 


25.6 


2.1 


16.200' 


8 . . 


3.2 


100.0 


MO.O 


85.7" 


14.3 


0.0 


0:0 


0.0 


0.0 


NA 


, B 


4.2 


74:5 


24.8, 


16.0 


B.8 


30.3 


19.3 


25. 5' 




NA. 


8 


700i2 


87.^ 


63.7 


6o;4 


3.3 


16.0 


8.2 


12.5 


2.1 


NA 


8 


24'.9 


99.4 


54.1 


49..^ 


4.8^37.0 


"•8.2 


0,6 




/_ 




991.3 


' 88.7 


61.3 


57.5 


3". 9 


16.1) 


8.8 


11.3 


2.6 



0.4 
1.0 

0.0' 

0.0 
0.1 
0.8 
0.0 

. 3.6 
o.e, 
0.6 
0.0 
7.2 



0.0. 1,7 



0.7 
0.0. 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0- 
0.0 
0^0 
3.5' 
0.0. 
^5.1 

6^0 
5.r 



0.0 > 
0:0 
o.b" 



0.0 
0.0 

oio 

O.lJ'TO.'O 
0.0 
0.0 



0.5, 0.0 



0.3 
2.6 

0.0. 
"0.0 

0.2, 

.0.0. \ p.O- 
.2.9 ""0.0 
, 0.0.;' 1.8 
'0.I ;6r6" 
,0.0 '0.0 

2.0 .12. 1 

o.r o.i) ,'0 



o.d 
o.p' 

0.0. 

0.0 ; 

'O.b 
U.<1 



2.6 3.4 1.6,, l.W''1.0 '0^9' 



NA 
NA 
NA 



84.1 91.7' 67.8 .64.7 3.1 18,5 5.3 8.3. 2^2 2.4 i.t 1.5 , 'o.o' D.O 
334.4 91..0 78.3 77.2 1.0 8.4 4.3 9.0 0.7 ',3.1 1.7, 2.5 0.1 1.1 
109.6 99.3 , 84.6 . 84.1 0.5 1 2'.9 1.7 0.7. 0,0 O.lr O.ft'V 0-0 t.i U 



528.2 92.8 I 77.9 :^6.7\ 1.3 11.0 3,9 7.2 



0.8 2;fe^h4 i;S • ,0«2^ 



3l 



Contlnuetl' 



Appendix tabje 6-ParMntage dl8trIburlon;of federal outlays for Justice; and law enforceraent lo'fflettopoUtan and nonraetropolltan counties,' , , 
■ ■ ' ' ■ fiscal l976--Contlnued / V « • • '• 



I , \ ^' -'^ I " \ I ' ^ Hetco>llt^b counties " ' I ^ Nonaetropolltan counrlfts > 

Departnent and ptogtan ^ _ ()rogrto Iprogtam 2/| total I'TotalJ - 1 < | |Medlfo|LeBser|ToTal|AdJa-|Non- |AdJa-lNon- |AdJa-|Non- 

; Mer UI \, | | [Total | Core 1 Fringe | - | .| . |cent |adja-|cent', |adj8-|cent ladjo- 

— r - f ' I ' ' I ' I- yl • ' ■ I icent I - Icent I- ' |n,n/ 

, _ .\ . vJ ^/ ' P'^' '^r^— ^Percentage- ot U*S* total — r ^r- r - 



• Equal Employment Opportonlty Confalsflloy r * ' ' ' ' * ' ' / ■ ' ' \ ' to ^ ^ 

Salaries anlJ expenaeB 3/^ v*'^**^M 3'^*'^''^ 



.. 'ff ' 43.5 lOO.O. 89.5 jg.V^'O.O l(}.5. O.o J.a'0.0 .0.0 p.O 0.0 0.0 0.0. 



C(Sneral Services AdnlnlBtratlon ; , |' ^ ' " . • .\ . ' " « / ' 

Buiyings and facilities, Bureau |~"^ — ;'T^~^ — ' ^ — - — — ^ - / 

^of PrlBons./.....,;,./... ......,| HA' 'a ■ IM 96.7'^!.^ 11.7 0.0 84.9 0,0 -,'3.1 " 3.3' 0.0 M 0.0- 0.0 0.0 

• Total /Just ice and, Law " fTlf^^ r—^: > — : ~ — \ - 

.Enforcenent...... -.f. - -/ . Ip601.i • 90.5 67.4 / 64.6 ' 2.8 16.2 ^6.9 9.5 1.9 2.9 'LS 'l.7 0.7 OJ 

^ — : ' ' -p; ' -^^ ^ ■ ^ ' - ^ / ■ ; ■ ; ^ 

„ ■ Jlot available. ' ' ■; ' \ , • , • ' ^ 

.— " Not applicable. ' ' , ' '. • , ' * ' • ' 

' i/ indicates the progra^ Identification nunber! if a\iy, a's given In the U.S. Office of Management ' and Met , Catal'on' of Federal Donestic Ahslatance .^ 
2/- Prograa types are Indlcattd by the foUqwlng codes; (1), formula grants; (2) project grants; (3) all other gran^sj (4) direct paynents; (5) direct 
loins; (6) Insuraftce; ■(?) contractual protyrenen/;^ (B) salaries and expeivie'sr (9) donation of psoperty, goods, and comuftditles; and '(10) guarahteed/ln- 
^ured loaaa. Dollars rejoyted" for the Ut^er two.fypes of prograos indicate the level of, "indirect Federal support" to. local areas but do not represent * 
l*e actual transfer of Federal dollars.^^r this' reason., aany analyses ' ' - > ■ 

3/ Outlii^s attributable to each duty st|irtotf are prorated aaong counties based On the niiaber of operating units In each'couity. ' 
4/ Total outlays are prated^nong counties In the saaa'proporadn^^s payrolls, for which " 
5/ Outlays other than for salaries arti, estimated on the baflls of total eoploymertt levels af each^dutv staHon. Actual payroll costs are used In com 
putlng total estlnated outlays In each county.^' • ' ' > ^ .' \ , .- . 

V Outlays are prbrated to . tlje State,- ci^iy,* and county levels prW ' v 

7/ Total outlays are proratedio the Stai? and county , levels on the basis of the distribution of total 'payroll costa. ' - ' ■ ~ • 

Source: Comunltv Services AdninlntrArtn'n.' 



(J 



App«mlU tible 7-*P6rceQClge dlfitrlbutloQ 



of Federal oiftlays for general fuQctloaa, and Governaei^t adniniat^atlon in fflettopolitaa and nonoetropolltan counties, 
/ ^ . fiscal 1976 . . ' 



Departoftnt and program 



I CFDA I Typf of'' 
I program Iprogi'am 2/ 
Inumber y \ 



Ketropolitan countlea 



U.S.- , 
total Total 



Greater 



>Nonaetr?>blitan counrles ^ ' 

"! I {"Urbanized ! ^" I ^^^^^y 
1^ I I urbanized I rural' 

I I I |MedluBi|le88er|Total|^Ja-|Non- |AdJa-|Non- |AdJa"|Non- 

iTotall Core iFringeP , j | |cent |adja-|cent ladja-jcent jadja- 

I I P I I I I l^ I Icent I Icent I Icent 



J 



NA 
KA 
11.900 



Depirtment of Ajtrlculture : | 

Office of the General Counsel, S&E j HA 

Office of the Inspector General, S&E ...j * NA 

' I 

' Total, Department of Agriculture ..f — 



Department of Comaerce ; | 
National Fire Prevention and | 

Control Administration j 

Census Data T /| 

General AdQinlatratlon, S&E 

Patent and trademark tech. Info. diss. . 

Total, Department of Comaerce 

Dept. of ^Health, Educationt and Welfare ; 
General departmental management 

Dept ^ of Houi^ltiR and Ufb_an_ Development ! ^ 
^Adm^vistrative operaMons fund ..m.*.. 

De partmenr Qf j r hfe Interior : 
,0iguXz\icW^^iiTm oi ZtfiUi^n Affairs . 

Deparrmenral operations 

•Operation of Indian programs * 

Office of the Secretary, Sht 

Office of rhe-Soltclro;; SiE 

Total, D'eparrmenr of the Lnterlor . 



Mil. 
dol. 

' 7.7 
■ 21.0 



■Percentage of U.S. total- 



96.9 85.4 70.7 14.7 
100.0 87.2' 53.4 33.^ 



7.2 4;3 3.1 1.3^ 1.2 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 » 
0.0 12.'8 0.0 0.0 0.0 ,,p.0 0.0 O.Q,' 0.0 



"i8.7 99.2 86.7 V 58*0 lil 1.9 10.5 0.8 0.3 0.3 / 0.0 O.I . 0.0 0-0 



NA 2,7.8 3*1 91.0 . 67.7 43.9 /23\a 15.0 8.3 9.0 '4.9 2.9 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.0 



7.8 109.3 95.;i • 77.3 18.9 [58.k 16.8 1.1 4.9 0.7 2.1 ' W8 0.9' O.l 0.3 

8 11. 0, 100.0 UOO.O 100.0 ^0.0 > 0.0 .0.0, 0.0 0.0 0.0 /O.O Q.O'' 0.0 . 0.0 

5 70.4 99..^ 99.4 85.6 '"13.8 0.5. O.O' O.l' it! 0.0 CO 0.0 O.l 0.0 • 

— > ^ , ' . 

193.^ 97.0 .^.4 48. 1 38. 3 \ 9.9 '0.7 3.0 ' 0.5 1.2 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.2. 



KA 



100.0 100.0 100.0 OjO- ' 0.0 



0.0 .0.0 0.0 VO.O . 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 



A 

402.7 \ 99.5 82.-5 82.5 0.0 14;4 2.6 ^0.5 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 



1 ■ -r 
KA 


^ ■ 8 


15.9 


*3.6 


1.8 


■1.7 


u.o 


1.3 


84.1 


21.6 


16. B 


3.4 

(F.7 


16.0 


0.2 


24'. 3 


KA 


'W 


86.5 




35.3 


,6.2 


6.6 


0.7. 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


^ 0.0 
21.5 




■ 59.9 '. 


27l 


10.7 


7.2 


3.4 


13.8 . 


• 3.3 


72.2 


4.9 


14.9 


7.9 


22.9" 


0.2 


KA 


/ , 8"' 18.4 


100.0 


94.4 


88.8 


5.6 


4:3 


1.3' 


0.0 


, p.o 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


O.'O 


KA 




■8 ,'10.3 


95.2 


76.9 


•75.1 


-.1.8 


10.9 


7.4 


4.8 


1.9 


,0.6 


0.6: 


>0 


0.0 


0.6 



136.7' 42.9. 28.9 24.1 4.8 tl.O 3-0 57.1 9.3 11.6 ' 4.6 14.9 'O.l 16.7 



Department , of Labor ; 
Departmental (nanagement .«.••.•••< 

State Depart [pent; : 
Ski 3/ 

Department of Transport^r^oji : 
Office of the Secrerary 

Treasury D e partmenj^ : 
Admlnlstertng M\e public debt y.. 
Clalraa. 'Judgments and relief acts 
Bureau of Cover ntaenr Financial 
Openitions. S&£ .....h. 



■I « 



NA. 8 27.6 97,4 97.4 97.4 , 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.6 0.0 0.0 Q.O > 0.0' 0.0 2.6 

^ ^ ^ ' ^ — : „ ' / ' . : . 



NA , 



183. 



99.7 96.8 91.3 5.5 2>5 0.4 d.3 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 • 0.0 0.0 



^ n\ 8 -Ihl 100.0 100.0 99.1 0.9 0.0 0.0 OiO 0.0 0.0 0^0 0.0 0.0 0.0 



77 

NA 7,8 
NA \ 

NA 4 



.\9.9 96.2 65.8 ' 62.8 * 3.0 11.3 3.8 U 0.6 0.9 0.8 0.1 0.2 

8>.l ; 98.3 /70.0 64.6 5/4 12.5 15.7 1.7 0.2 0.8 0'.3 0.3 0.0 0.1 

53.0 100.0 -94.3 '9V.3 0-0 5.5 -V2 0.0' 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 



See footnotes at end of table. 

• ■ .1 

ERIC , 
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Appendix 'tJbleJ-Perceatage dUtrlbutlon of Federal outlays for general functions and Govetnnent adalnistration In netropolltan and nonaetropolltan counties, 

, fiscal 1976-Continued \ ' . ' 



f 



Departnent aad program 



I CFDA I Typ« of 
I progrin Iprogran 2/ 
jnunber l/[ 

^1 



Internal Revenue Se^lce, SfcE 4/ 
Office of the Secretary, S&E^..*.. 



NA 
NA 



Total » Treasury Departiaent 

A CTION : ■ . ' 
Peace Corpa and others 



NA 



Civil Service Coaaalsslon : 

Revolving fund 

S&E 



NA 
NA 



Total, Civil Service CoDalasion 



federal Cowmnicationa Coaaiaaion : 
Peraoyl aervicea 

Ititijj. EnernV Adainiat ration : 
S4E 5/ 



NA 



General Servi^ea Adainiat ration :. 
Operating cxpensea, Federal' aupply 

service 

, Operating expenaea, National Archives 

and 'Records Service •'• 

Adiini8tratl(ni and ataff support) S&E 

Office df Preparedneaa," S&E 

General Wnageient and agency 
operation, S&E ' 



NA 



NA 

NA 
NA 
NA 

NA 



Total, General Services Ado* 

. ■ •■ , i, 

Interstate Comerce Comtasion : 
S&E 



Natioi\al Foundation on Arta & Hunanitiea ! 
Si& 



41.001 



HA 



Metropolitan counties 



Treasury Departaent ■ Continued: j 
'Accounts, collectiop and tawayera \ 

service 4/ J^f?: j HA 

Conpl lance, Internal Revenue Service 4/ J NA 
Refunding, Internal Revenue Service, j 

Intereat 4/ | 

Bureau of ^he Mint, S6E ; .j ^ NA 




Nonttetropolitan counties 



U.S. ' Greater 

total I Toi 

J \_JTotalL.Cpr.fJlrlng.^, 




, J Leas I TotallJ 
I ^^^^"^^^^ I urbanized I rural 
MedluttlLesserlTotallAdJa-lNon- |AdJa-|Non- |Adja-|Hon- 

|ceat.JdJi-|.CBat^|adJa-|£eflt .jadjA-. 

I cent I [cent I I cent 



Percentage of U.S. total- 



8 843.7 

8 288.; 

8 86*1 

8 ^V.8 

8 28.3 



2 44.7 17.5 25.5 8, 



3^ 


1.1 


1.4 


0.1 


1.3 


o'.o 


0.0 


4.5 


1.4 


2.2 


0.1 


0.7 


0.0 


^ 0.0 


0.9 


0.2 


0.7 


0.0 


0.0 


iO.O 


,0.0 


0.6 


rf.6. 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


b.o 


d.o 


0.0 


q.o 


0.0 


0.0 


• 0.0 


O.Q 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 



- 2,295.9 



■96.7 69.6 61.1 8.5 20.5 6-6 3.3 .1.0 1.4* 0.1 0.7 0.0 0.0 

■■ -^f • ^ ^ — 



56.2 



98.6 91 ."O 



.0 2.9 6.1 



8 29 
•8 97.2 

126.2 



1 / 97. 



1.5 1.4 1.0 0.2 O.f 0.1 0.0 0.5 

. . . ^ 

9 94.f 89.6 ,5.1 2.8 0.4. 2.1 0.0 1.8 0.2 0.0 O.o' 0.0 
99.6 91.1 89.3 \\ 7.2 1.4 '0.4 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 



99.2' 91.9 



2.6 6.2 .1.2 0.8 0.1 0.6 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 



35.9 96.8 91.7 



8.3 3.4 4.3 ■ ,0.8 3.2 • M 1.2 0.5 0.3 0.0 O.O- 
1 — —J. 



126.1 



8 172.3 

8 ' 5^.4 

8 SC.I, 

8 . 14.1 

8 8.1. 



8 89.4 87.5 1.8 , 8.1 1.3 ,^1.2*0.2 0.9 U 0.1 0.0 0.0 



100.0' 93.6 



6.3 


9.0 


0.6 


.0.2 


0.2 


0.0 


0.0- 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


16.9 


5.8 


•0.8 


1.7 


0.0 


'o.o 


0.8 


0.8 


o'.o 


0.0 


2.4 


6.4 ' 


• o.a 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


' 0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 




0.0 


2.9 


3.5 


0.0 , 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


'o.o 


0.0' 


0.0 



- 298.5, ■» 99.6 91.7 



♦•5 7.1, 7.4 0.5 0.4 0.1 0.0 0*2 '0.1 0.0 0.0 

. ., , ,rt 



7,8 



44.7 , 99.6 92.6 . 92.2 0.4 5.8 1.2' 0.4 O.O 0.2 O.l 0.1 0.0 0.0 



22.5 




71.2 36.5 28.7 7.8 17.0 17.7 28.8 7.5 5.2 7.7 .5.7 0.1 2.5 



See footnotes at end o( tabU. 
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Continued 



Apptttdlx tabl« 7-P*rcentage distribution of Federal outlays for general functions and Go 
. . ' - fi8C8l l976~Continue 



Department and program 



eminent adminlatratloQ in metropolitan and nonaetropolit an bounties/ 



Metrop"olitafl ^ c|^qntie8 



* Greater 



V 



I CFDA I Type of. | U.S. | 1 

I program Jprograo 2/1 total | Total f , | | /"|Mediu| 
,1 , J iTotall Core |FrlnSe 

' ' ' L^L^ 



Mil. 

doi; 



■ Nonmetropolltan o<}untie8 

I Urbanized,! ♦ ^^^^l^y 

I I urbanized I rural 

j^werjlotaljAdJaHNon" |AdJa-]Non- |AdJaHNon- ' 

'cept ladja-jcent jadja-jcent jadja- 



^ -Percentage of U.S. total- 



National Science Foundation :* 
S&E 



Veterans Administration 
^ General operating^xpenaca 
General post fund 



Toul> Veterans Admtnistratlon ,...| - 

I 

Totals. General Functions | 



1 

NA 


2 630.0 J 


87.2 


60.6 


51.6 


9.0 


17.6 


9.0 


12.8 


9.2 


2.3 


0.2 


0.8 


0.1 


0.2 


NA 
NA 




• 

8 473.0 J ^57.4 
8 • 4.5 94.2 


75.5 
13.1 


75.5 
7.3 


'o.o 

5.8 


15.5 
79.4 , 


6.4 
1.7 


2.6 
5.8 


1.7 
2.3 


' 0.6 
1.4 


0.0 
0.8 


M 
1.2 


0.0 

0.0 


0.0 
0.0 


- 

. 


- 477.5' 


97.4 


74.9 


74.8 


,0.1 


16.1 


6.4 


2.6 


1.7 


0.6 


0.0 


0.4 


0.0 


0.0 




1 

~ 5,187.4. 


94.8 , 


74a 


66.7 


7.4 


15.5 


5.2 


5.2 


2.0 


1.4 


0.3^ 


0.9 

• 


0.0 


0.5 



r Not available 
— - Not applicable. 

II Indicate. tfie,progra» identification nu»J.er, if any, as given in the U.S. Office of Managefflent and Budget, Catab« of Federal Do aestk Assistance. 
2/ Prograj, type, are ndic.ted by the following codes: (1) formula grants; (2) project grants; (3) all o he grants (4) ( ■ 

«^'l a I'u": ^ T:TI 7""""'= t9) donation of property, goods, aSd co«iltie. d'o^^^r e d 1^^ 

ured loans. Do lar. reported for the latter two types of prograis Indicate the level of "indirect Federal support" to local reas ut d not re se«t 
the actual transfer of Federal dollars. For this reason, lany analyses exclude th^se prograas.' ^ fj fH 

p4 IS ::l;e^ol^^^^^^^ °" ^-^^ °^ ''''' .^^^^^^ ^"^^ P^^-^l -t: are used in co„. 

5/^otal outlays are prJrated to the Stat^ and county levels on the basis of the distribution of total payroll costs. 

Sfliflie: Comunlty Services AdminisVration. 
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